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THE UNIVERSITY OF NEW MEXICO
April 11, 1973

TO :

All Members of

e ~University Faculty

FROM:
We are reschedu ng a meeting of the University Community
Forum so that the University Faculty may complete the
items on yesterday's agenda. Therefore the next meeting
of the Faculty will be on Tuesday, April 24, at 3:00 E...:.!!!.·
in the Kiva.
PLEASE BRING WITH YOU YOUR AGENDA FOR THE APRIL 10 MEETING
AS WELL AS THE MATERIALS CONCERNING THE PROPOSED CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENTS.
I will have some extra copies on hand but wish to avoid
the extra expense of reduplicating the agenda materials
for all of the Faculty.
JND:ab

THE UN IVERSITY OF NEW MEXICO

DAT£:

ra:

All Members of
John N. Durr·

rRaM :

SUBJECT:

April 18, 1973

niversity Faculty
cretary

Faculty Me

Attached are the summarized minutes of the Apr i l 10 mee ting
of the University Faculty.
As noted in my April 11 memo, the reconv ened mee ting o f the
Faculty will be on Tuesday, April 24 , at 3:00 £. m. i n t he

~-

Once again, PLEASE BRING WITH YOU YOUR AGENDA FOR THE
APRIL 10 MEETING AS WELL AS THE MATERIALS CONCERNING THE
PROPOSED CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENTS.

JND:ab

THE UNIVERSITY OF NEW MEXICO
March 30, 1973
TO:

All Members of the Faculty

FROM:

John N. Durrie, Secretary

SUBJECT:

April Meeting of University Faculty

The next meeting of the University Faculty will be held
Tuesday, April 10, at 3:00 p.m. in the Kiva.
The agenda will include the following items:

pp. 2-4

1.

Approval of summarized minutes of meeting of March 13.
(Minutes attached.)

pp. 5-6

2.

Election of four regular members (for two-year terms) ,
one regular member for one-year term (to fill the unexpired term of Professor Green), and five alternates
(for one-year terms) to the 1973-74 Academic Freedom
and Tenure Committee. The following valid nominations
were made at the March 13 meeting (please see the brief
biographical sketches attached):
~- -~
Antreasian (Art)
Caton (Chemistry)
Findley (Biology)
Foster (Library)
Gonzales (Elem. Ed.)
Hersh (Math)
Holzapfel (M & CL)
Horak (Nuclear Eng)

PP. 7-9

3.

Report of the Faculty Policy committee's Subcommittee
for Constitutional Revision ( Statements received by the
Secretary concerning possible amendments are attached).
NOTE: PLEASE BRING PROPOSED CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENTS
INCLUDED WITH THE MARCH 13 AGENDA.

4.

Election of a Vice Chairman of the Voting Faculty for
1973-74.

5.

Election of two members-at-large of the Policy Committee
for terms of two years, 1973-75.

6.

Election of a Secretary of the Voting Faculty for a
three-year term, 1973-76.

Pp, l0-14 7.

P. 15

King (Physics & Astronomy)
Koschmann (Elec Eng)
Martinez (Civil Eng)
Merkx (Sociology)
Nason (M & CL)
Roebuck (History)
Slate (B&AS)
Whidden (English)

8.

Professor Ames' motion regarding Vice President Travelstead's letter of censure (Statements attached).
Faculty Senate Proposal (Statement attached).
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THE UNIVERSITY OF NEW MEXICO
FACULTY MEETING
April 24, 1973

(Summarized Minutes)
The April 24, 1973~ meeting of the University Faculty was called to
order by Vice President Travelstead at 3:07 p.m., with a quorum
present.
The summarized minutes of the April 10 meeting were approved by
the Faculty as submitted.
motion to alter the order of the agenda so as to consider the
matter of a Faculty Senate as the first item failed to pass
by the required two-thirds majority.
A

P:ofessor Hicks, for the Faculty Policy Committee, then continued
with the series of motions, begun at the April 10 meeting, relative
to proposed revisions in the Faculty Constitution:
1.

That Article I, Sec. 4(b) be revised to read: "The
agenda for University Faculty meetings shall be prepared by the University Secretary under the direction
of the Faculty Policy Committee. A stenographer not
a member of the Faculty shall keep verbatim minutes
of such meetings. Every member of the University Faculty
shall receive~ §E.lli_mary of the minutes, and the complete
minutes shall be open to inspection by any member."
Professor Hicks indicated that the above revision
would not change the fact that the Faculty Secretary
still would be elected by the Faculty. An amendment
by Professor Cottrell to substitute "Faculty Secretary"
for "University Secretary" failed to carry. An additional amendment by Professor Woodhouse--"The agenda
for University Faculty meetings shall be prepared b y
the University Secretary in consultation with the
chairperson of the Faculty Policy Committee and the
presiding officer of the Faculty. The University
Secretary shall also serve as the secret~r~ of the.
Faculty."--also failed to carry. The original motion
by Professor Hicks was then approved by the Faculty.

2.

~hat there be~ ne~ Article I, Sec. 6(d) to incorporate
into the Constitu tion the functions of the Academic
Freedom and Tenure Committee. (Carried.)

3.

~hat there be~ ne~ Article I, Sec. 6(e) to incorporate
into the Constitution the composition and method of
election of the Academic Freedom and Tenure Committee
(Carried by a vote of 41 to 29.)
·

4.

That Article I, Sec. 6(d) in the present Constitution
be renumbered Sec. 6(f) and be revised to change
"chairmen" to "chairpersons."
(Carried.)

5.

That Article I, Sec. 6(e) in the present Constitut ion
be renumbered Sec. 6(g) and that the following phrase
be deleted:
"No single member shall serve on more
than two standing committees at a time." Although the
renumbering will stand, the proposed deletion failed
to pass.

6.

That Article I, Sec. 6(f) in the present Constitution
be renumbered Sec. 6(h).
(Carried.)

Professor Daniels moved that Article I, Sec. 6(b) and (c} ,
tabled at the April 10 meeting, be removed from the table and be
recommitted to the Faculty Policy Committee. The motion failed
to carry by a vote of 49 to 29.
A motion by Professor Hicks to place a member of the
~aculty on the Faculty Policy Committee was declared
i~asmuch as the proposal was part of Article I, Sec.
since a motion to remove this Section from the table
been defeated.

Library
out of order
6(b) and
had just

Professor Regener was re-elected Vice Chairman of the University
Faculty, to serve during 1973-74.
Professors Hillerman and George were elected members-at-large
of the Faculty Policy Committee for two-year terms, 1973 - 75 .
Mr. Durrie was re-elected Secretary of the University Faculty, to
serve for a three-year term, 1973-76.
In the agenda for the April 10 meeting, Professor Ames had the
following motion:
"That v ice President Travelstead should immediately withdraw his letter of censure to P~ofessor ~ohn S.
Mann." He now introduced the following substitute motion, to
add the following to his original motion: "~ny discipl~nary
Procedures or sanctions instituted shall be in accord with the
R7gents' Statement of Policy, August 8, 1970, incl~ding prov~sions for academic due process and sh~ll be ~ognizant of.the
right of the Faculty to judge the behavior of it~ member~ in
faculty meetings." The motion being seconded, Vice President

Travelstead ~eferred ~o the censure letter and to Professor Mann's
reply--both included in the agenda materials--and then read a
letter from Vice President Smith to Professor Mann, Professor
Mann's reply, and a letter from him--Dr. Travelstead--to Professor
Ames.
In the latter he said in part "I view this notice of censure
as a written reprimand or expression of disapproval. The letter
was intended to mean just that, nothiI"9nore or less." Dr. Travelstead went on as follows: "I want to say to my faculty and administrative colleagues that if, indeed, I have violated a policy and/
or a procedure to which this institution is clearly and specifically
committed, then I will gladly retract whatever words I have
written and whatever action I have taken which are determined by
some appropriate body to have been in violation of such a policy
or procedure • • • • I personally will not condone, for meetings
of this Faculty, such language or behavior as he (Professor Mann)
displayed on last November 30; and I would prefer not to continue
servinq as the chief academic officer at UNM if after due consideration the General Faculty and/or the administration of this
institution declare they are willing to condone or tolerate that
kind of conduct."
A motion to table Professor Ames' substitute motion was then approved by a vote of 49 to 38.
In Professor Merkx's absence, because of illness, Professor
Meier introduced the proposal for a Faculty Senate which was
included in the agenda for the April 10 meeting, the two
resolutions being identical to those recommended to the Fa culty
by the Committee on University Governance on November 3, 1970.
Professor Cottrell then proposed the following amendments:
(1) that A.3. be revised to read, "The Faculty, as a body of
the whole, shall meet at least twice each year to act on that
certain specified business reserved to the Faculty and to receive
reports from the officers of the University and from the Faculty
Senate and to discuss any matter of University concern"; and
(2) that a new A.5. be added, to read, "Upon petition of __
percent of Faculty on active duty, any vote of the Senate shall
be submitted to the Faculty at a meeting called within four weeks
of the Senate vote.
If a majority of those present reject
previous action of the Senate, the Senate must reconsider its
action at the next meeting.
If the Senate reaffirms its original
action, the issue must be submitted to a mail ballot of the
Faculty.
If a majority of the General Faculty does not cast
votes, the Senate action shall stand as voted."
Professor Tillotson made a motion to table Professor Cottrell's
amendments until such time as the main motion is considered. (Failed.)
On questioning from Professor Spolsky, Professor Cottrell agreed
to substitute "5 per cent" for the blank percent included in
his second amendment.

A motion by Professor Hufbauer to table the original motion by
Professor Meier as well as Professor Cottrell's amendments
until the first order of business at the next meeting--May 8 -was passed.

John N. Durrie, Secretary

THE UNIVERSITY OF NEW MEXICO
FACULTY MEETING
April 24, 1973
The April 24th, 1973, meeting of the University Faculty
was called to order by Vice President Travelstead at 3:09 p.m.,
with a quorum present.
VICE PRESIDENT TRAVELSTEAD
President Heady is sti ll
out of the country, and he asked me to preside at this meeting,
so we will continue with the agenda, unfinished for last
meeting. This is a special meeting, as you know , the purpose
of which is to continue and hopefully to finish the agenda
for the April tenth meeting.
I would like to ask, first, for approval of the minutes
of the April tenth meeting.
Mr. DeVries.
PROFESSOR DeVRIES
under the new rules?

Point of order.

Are we operating

TRAVELSTEAD
No, it has not been officia lly approved
yet by the Regents. The old twenty-fi ve rule is still in
effect on the quorum.
Is there some suggestion about the minutes of the
Approv a l o f
A~ril tenth meeting, summarized minutes that Mr. Durrie has Minutes
distributed?
PROFESSOR DRUMMOND

Move they be adopted.

(Seconded.)
"no."

All in favor, please say "aye"; opposed,
TRAVELSTEAD
The motion is carried.
Professor Meier .

I would like to move that we change
PROFESSOR MEIER
agenda and move item eight on the agenda to be taken up
first today.
Item eight is the consideration of the proposal
for F aculty senate.

t?e

TRAVELSTEAD

Professor Meier, I would like to take that

Motion to
Ch a nge Orde1
of Age n da
Not Approve c
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under consideration for a moment. That was the same motion
that was made at the last meeting. A majority voted for
it, if I remember correctly; it lacked the two-thirds
majority. We are continuing in that meeting. I would
rule, unless I am overruled by the parliamentarian, that
we are subject to that same vote on this meeting. I am
willing to be overruled if -- Mr. Eubank just came in the
door.
MEIER

I protest --

PROFESSOR COTTRELL
I protest the ruling of the chair.
Under our order, this is a separate meeting.
TRAVELSTEAD
has to say.

Let me see what the parliamentarian

Mr. Eubank.
PROFESSOR EUBANK

Mr. Vice President .

TRAVELSTEAD
Would you like to give a "yes" or "no"
before I tell you the question?
It's been moved that item number eight -- we are
finishing the agenda of the April tenth meeting -- item
number eight be moved up in the agenda change of order .
My first comment on this, before you came in the door,
was recalling that this same motion had been made at the
April tenth meeting, and a majority voted for it, but it
lacked the two-thirds majority, and since we are continuing
that agenda, my tentative ruling, subject to your help here,
would be that we ought to continue with the agenda as listed.
Would you comment, please .
EUBANK
This is another meeting, and I think that
the motion is in order to change the order of the day.
TRAVELSTEAD
is in order.

In view of that, I will rule that it

PROFESSOR HUACO
TRAVELSTEAD

Second the motion.

Mr. Howarth.

PROFESSOR HOWARTH
I heard, from the proponents of the
Faculty senate that one of the advantages would be that if
We h d
'
.
a a senate, the senate would not waste its
time
wi. th
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parliamentary procedures or moving orders on the agenda, so
I am rather impressed by that argument, and I think we should
continue with the old order.
TRAVELSTEAD
Any other comments on this motion to
move item eight up to what point, Mr. Meier?
MEIER
meeting.

To be the first item to be considered at this

TRAVELSTEAD
We were in the midst of another item
before, Mr. Eubank.
Is that your ruling, also, pertaining
to that? We were in the middle of one of the agenda items.
We were in the midst of item three in our last meeting o f
the agenda.
I want to be sure that your ruling would take
care of that.
He says it ought to be the first item.

EUBANK
item three.

I think we ought to go ahead and finish

TRAVELSTEAD
The purpose would be to go t h rough
some of the arguments last time, I think, that was made
last.
Mr. Cottrell.
COTTRELL
I am waiting to see what your decision
is going to be.
I will appeal the decision o f t h e chair.
I would contend, under the rules of the Faculty , this
b~comes a different meeting. We had to adjourn at a
given time and by the rules we had to set a time for
another meeting, and for the purpose of that meeting was
to complete the agenda as it was published from t h e last
meeting, but this becomes a new meeting and there's
absolutely no reason why we cannot establish t he agenda we
want to on the day --

EUBANK
cussion.

I thought you were already in t h e d is-

h

TRAVELSTEAD
I made one ruling that you didn' t
ear, and he may be addressing himself to the point on
the floor.

COTTRELL
of order.

You were considering whether it was out
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TRAVELSTEAD
No. No, I ruled it was in order and
then when I asked the question exactly where it was to be
placed on the agenda, Mr. Cottrell, he was saying "first
item." And I asked the parliamentarian to help us. We
were right in the middle of the item, would it have to come
after that or indeed come first?
He says we ought to finish the item that we were in
the midst of, that's another dimension.
EUBANK

You are in the midst of it in this meeting?

TRAVELSTEAD

All right, we wil l start over.

We have a motion and second to have item eight moved
up as the first order of business, and that would mean, if
passed by two-thirds, that we would consider it before
finishing item three.
Is there any misunderstanding about
the motion? Do you wi sh to discuss it?
Mr. Huaco.
HUACO
I just would like to point out to everyone
here that the point -- the main argument, perhaps, for a
senate is that in form, at least, it represents the closest
approximation to the structure of our representative
democracy. Far from being a device to so convince, much
less eliminate parliamentary procedure, it has been, I
hope
HOWARTH
HUACO

Point of order, Mr. President.
May I finish?

TRAVELSTEAD

Point of order, Mr. Howarth.

I think what Professor Huaco was talking
HOWARTH
that
you want to put out of order. He is
about is the item
not talking about whether we want to put it out of order.
TRAVELSTEAD
Will you hold your debate until we are
debating item eight, I think that's what you are getting at .
Any other discussion whether we ought to move item
eight up to the first line order of business? Ready to
Vote on this?
All in favor, say "aye " ; oppose d , "no"
·

I believe
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we ought to have a count.
We will have to have a two-thirds - - all those in favor
of the motion moving item eight up to the first order of
business on the -- well, all of you stand, all three tiers,
and let's see.
This is in favor of the motion to move item eight
up to the first order of business .
All those opposed to the motion .
Chair rules it was not a two- thirds majority .
have a count if anyone wants it.
PROFESSOR SMITH
read it that way.

I suggest we have a count .

We will

I didn't

TRAVELSTEAD
You read it two-thirds? We will have
a count. All those on the top tier that favor the motion,
please stand .
FACULTY MEMBER
this is?

Mr . Chairman, would you repeat what

TRAVELSTEAD
We are taking the top tier, all those
that are in favor of moving item eight up to the first order
of business
we are counting votes on that - - these are
affirmative in the top tier .
Please remain standing, our mathematicians are
having problems.
There is one hiding in the back that maybe a tall
man could see and a short man couldn't . Mr . Beckel, hold
your hand up -- not two hands .
Al l those in the middle tier favoring the motion,
Please stand.
All those in the bottom tier favoring the motion,
Please stand.
All those opposing the motion to change item eight
to the first order of business , top tier , please stand .
All those in the middle tier opposed to the motion,
Please stand .
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The bottom level opposed to the motion, please stand.
The motion is lost.
It failed to get a two-thirds
majority, forty-one voting for and thirty-two voting against.
We will then move to the first item, which is a
continuation of item number three on last meeting's agenda.
I will call on Professor Hicks to continue on that item.

Constitutional Revisions

PROFESSOR HICKS
We are on page five of this
material, the middle section, section four (b).

Preparation
of Agenda

I move the adoption of the change in the Handbook
to read:
"The agenda for University Faculty meetings
shall be prepared by the University S'ecretary
under the direction of the Faculty Policy Committee.
A stenographer not a member of the Faculty shall
keep verbatim minutes of such meetings. Every
member of the University Faculty shall receive a
summary of the minutes, and the complete minutes
shall be open to inspection by any member."
Excuse me, I have just been informed that you all
have a different number of pages.
It's page six. My
apologies.
TRAVELSTEAD
Page six is the correct page of the
material that you were handed last time, and Miss Hicks
had a different compilation. The motion is for section
four (b) in the middle of page six.
It was moved, is there a second?
(Seconded.)
TRAVELSTEAD
HICKS

Open for discussion.

Can I say something?

TRAVELSTEAD

Yes, ma'am.

HICKS
The Handbook now reads that the secretary
~hall prepare the agenda, and the modification here makes
it that the University secretary, under the direction of
the Faculty Policy committee, and the latter being something
that has already been passed at our previous meeting.
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I would like to ask Professor Regener to discuss that
because there is a subtle difference that should be made
clear to everyone so that you can make an informed choice.
TRAVELSTEAD

Mr. Regener, do you wish to speak?

I believe that subtle difference
PROFESSOR REGENER
is that in the previous -- in the constitution it says
"shall be prepared by the secretary," and we say, "shall
be prepared by the University secretary."
And then -- and then the rest before you continues,
"under the direction of the Faculty Policy Committee," which
is a new phrase inserted.
That was done in order to conform to the previouslyadopted measure which puts the ultimate responsibi lity
for the agenda in the hands of the Faculty Policy Committee.
HICKS

Mr. President --

TRAVELSTEAD

Miss Hicks.

HICKS
It was my understanding, also, that this
would not change the fact that a secretary of the Faculty
still would be elected, because this is not tak en out of the
current constitution, so that makes a d ifference in several
ways.
TRAVELSTEAD

Mr. Cottrell.

COTTRELL
Mr . Chairman, I would like to amend that
to delete the word "University" and add the word "Faculty."
This is the Faculty of the University, and the agenda should
be ·p~epared under fhe direction" of the Faculty secretary,
in consultation with the Policy Committee.
It may be that the Faculty secretary will, in fact,
be.the University secretary, but I don't think we want to
write in our constitution something that precludes the free
~lection of a secretary for this Faculty, and so I think
it should, in fact, read "Faculty secretary" and I so amend .
(Several seconds.)
TRAVELSTEAD
It's been moved and seconded that the
~or~ing be changed to read "Faculty secretary" instead of
University secretary" in the proposed amendment proposed
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by Miss Hicks.
Is there discussion on the amendment?
Mr. Karni.
PROFESSOR KARNI
I would like to speak against this
amendment by way of explaining that it does not preclude
the selection of a Faculty secretary. It simply allows for
an interaction between the Faculty, as represented by the
Policy Committee, and the administration, as represented
by the University secretary, to prepare a common agenda.
TRAVELSTEAD

Miss Tillotson.

PROFESSOR TILLOTSON
I would also like to speak
against the amendment by pointing out that actually the
the motion, as it stands, does not -- well, the amendment
in effect precludes the election of a member of the Faculty
who is not secretary of the University, to serve as
secretary of the Faculty.
The amount of paperwork, telephoning, recordkeeping,
and so on, that is essential to the preparation of the
agenda, is something that a member of the Faculty could not
handle without having an office and secretary, and giving
up part of his teaching.
Is that not right, Mr. Durrie?
MR. DURRIE

I would say so, yes.

TILLOTSON
The reason for this is to allow the
possibility for the Faculty. to elect its own secretary
to take care of the summarized minutes, I would assume, and
the correspondence of the Faculty, without overburdening
that person with secretary's responsibilities, and bookkeeping and recordkeeping responsibilities that a Faculty
member really couldn't undertake.
TRAVELSTEAD
The chair would like to ask Mr. Durrie
to elaborate on that point.
DURRIE
Marcia, I think it might be a mistake,
really, to try to divide the duties of the Faculty secretary
as they have been followed.
It might be appropriate to read
What is normally read when there is an election.
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r1 Te
h

secretary prepares an agenda in consultation
with the chairman of the Faculty Policy Committee, the
president, and others; arranges for all regular and
special meetings; attends meetings as a member of the
Voting Faculty·, and assists the presiding officer; makes
a record of actions; assists in elections; arranges
for verbatim minutes to be taken; prepares and distributes summarized minutes; notifies those affected
by official action of the Faculty; maintains a cumulative
card index of minutes; prepares an index for each annual
volume of minutes; prepares and maintains the voting
Faculty list; arranges for memorial minutes upon the death
of a Faculty member; supervises the Faculty Committee
secretary, et cetera. 11
So I think it might be difficult to try to divide
the duties to have one person do, say, the summarized
minutes and somebody else do the re'st.
TRAVELSTEAD
We are discussing the proposed amendment which is to substitute the word "Faculty secretary"
for the "University secretary. "
Mr. Cottrell.
COTTRELL
The secretary of the body is generally
a member of that body who has the responsibility for
keeping minutes and among other things, sitting on the
agenda committee.
If we are going to decide that we want the University
secretary, in fact, to do these jobs, then let's eliminate
the title of Faculty secretary, and elect one, because
there's no other function to fulfill.
I agree with John Durrie, they should not be divided.
There is no reason at all that we cannot elect a Faculty
secretary and have the responsibility to the Faculty in
the areas that secretaries normally do have, and that he
work with the administrator or the office of committees
or whatever you want to call it, in the University, to
take care of this.
In fact, this is the way it's done at most universities,
ana I can cite from Mason's very recent study of university
governance on this.
DURRIE

It's really the way it's done now.
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COTTRELL
secretaries.

We should not have two different

TRAVELSTEAD

You have another comment, Mr . Durrie?

DURRIE
I was going to say, Marion, I think what
you described is actually being done now. The agenda is
being prepared in conjunction with the Faculty Policy
Committee. The chairman and I have several discussions.
It then goes to the Policy C~ittee and we have a final
discussion, and the order of agenda is set up at that time.
TRAVELSTEAD

"

Professor Tillotson.

TILLOTSON
But would it be -- under the system you
describe, it would not be possible for this Faculty,
realistically, to elect someone else besides somebody who
does -- who is in fact the University secretary, to do
that combination of jobs, so -- so that Professor Cottrell's
description of the elected member of the body doesn't really
apply since the only member of the body who, if elected,
could do all that work, is yourself .
TRAVELSTEAD

Mr. Durrie.

DURRIE
I think what he is saying is that it keeps
it in the constitution that it is still a matter of choice.
I think, on a practical basis -- I have been
secretary and have been elected, reelected I guess seven
times since 1952 -- but it still leaves the choice open
and I suppose if someone were willing to give up part of
his or her teaching duties, it could be someone else.
TRAVELSTEAD

Professor Hicks.

HICKS
I think that the job of the Faculty secretary,
that position can only be carried out by a professional who
has access to the records, who can set the timetables, and
When elections and this sort of thing take place, and notify
a11 the various and sundry people involved. I think that
a professional secretary is the one who could carry forward
the kind of work that needs to be done in the Faculties
that we have.
TRAVELSTEAD

Other discussion?

-tt;-

PROFESSOR GOLDBERG

Mr . Goldberg .

Just rebut some things that
A.
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Mr. Cottrell said.
One, from my research, I fail to find an established
norm as to what a secretary's duties are.
Two, there are duties of this secretary that go beyond the preparation of the agenda. They include correspondence, the preparing of the summarized minutes, the
supervision of the verbatim minutes, as Mr. Durrie will
testify.
I think Professor Tillotson's point is more
that the requirement that it be the Faculty secretary that
performs this most onerous burden of the secretary which
is to summarize the minutes, would mean that we would
tie up, irrevocably, that function of the secretary with
other functions of the secretary, that being correspondence
and summarization of the minutes, and I think that
Mr. Durrie, or whoever is the University secretary , is
most capable, probably the only person within the University
community who is capable of preparing the agenda and doing
all the legwork and footwork for the preparation of agenda,
but there may be other people that could do the other
functions of the secretary .
Therefore, I urge the rejection of the amendment.
TRAVELSTEAD
Other discussion on the proposed
amendment which is to substitute the word "Faculty
secretary" for the "University secretary"?
You ready to vote on the amendment?
in favor, please say "aye"; opposed, "no."
is lost.

All those
The motion

We are back to the amendment proposed by Miss Hicks
Which is four (b) on the middle of page six.
Any further discussion on that?
Mr. McRae.
PROFESSOR McRAE
Well, I am only curious, in view
of Mr. Durrie's description of how the agenda is prepared,
What does this do, if it isn't already taking place?
TRAVELSTEAD
Anybody want to answer that? Is that
a rhetorical question or real question, or do you want an

4/24/73, p. 12

answer?
McRAE

I would like an answer, yes.

HICKS
I think it says it for a fact, rather than
have it a mystery, which is in the Handbook.
TRAVELSTEAD

Further discussion?

(Calling for moving of the question.)
TRAVELSTEAD
You are suggesting that we vote?
are not moving the previous question?

You

It's been suggested that we vote on it: Mr . Durrie.
DURRIE
I guess I still have the question: do we
do anything about~ article one Jthree (a)>' which says
that there is a secretary elected, and they are talking,
I am sure, about a Faculty secretary.
Do we still go on having an election or is it
automatically the University secretary?
TRAVELSTEAD

Miss Hicks, do you want to answer

that?
HICKS
I don't think that is clear in this, and
I think that in order to clarify that, there should be -you know, if this is passed, that there should be another
motion that would clarify exactly that.
DURRIE
Well, I think -- I would think the simple
thing to do, if this were voted, would be to eliminate
that part of section three which calls for the election of
a secretary every three years.
I think you would have to
do something like that.
TRAVELSTEAD

Mr. Goldberg and then Miss Tillotson.

GOLDBERG
At least it was the sense of the subcommittee on constitutional revision that we wanted to
~ave a Faculty secretary, all we wanted to do was remove
rom the Faculty secretary's end , the preparation of the
agenda. The other items might be within the purview of
a Faculty secretary.
Now, it may be that Mr. Durrie will continue to be
elected to the post of the Faculty secretary, but all we
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were doing was changing the functions, not changing or
eliminating a position. That was our intent. It would
take an amendment to accomplish what Mr. Durrie appears
to be seeking to accomplish.
DURRIE

I don't care at all.

TRAVELSTEAD

Miss Tillotson.

TILLOTSON
I just wanted to add to that that the
possibility of the Faculty electing someone else besides
Mr. Durrie to be specifically responsible for the summarized
minutes, and for the correspondence of this Faculty, in
particular, · I would think the communication of resolutions
and motions of the Faculty to those people to whom those
motions and resolutions should be communicated, those two
functions might still remain the job of the elected
secretary of this Faculty, who could or could not be
Mr. Durrie, as the Faculty wishes.
TRAVELSTEAD

Mr. Durrie.

DURRIE
This would still take staff work, Marcia,
and we already bave, as you know, a Faculty Committee
secretary who ~ under my supervision,
she also
works with all of the chairmen of the standing committees,
but she doesn't have time, in a part-time job, to do the
things that you are saying.

J;

I think
would still need, as it does now,
considerable staff work, secretarial time, to do these
other functions.
TRAVELSTEAD

Mr. Woodhouse.

PROFESSOR WOODHOUSE
I would like to propose an
amendment to the amendment proposed by the Policy Committee,
to read as follows:
"The agenda for University Faculty meetings
shall be prepared by the University secretary in
consultation with the chairperson of the Faculty
Policy committee, and the presiding officer of the
Faculty. The university secretary shall also
serve as the secretary of the Faculty."
The purpose of this amendment
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TRAVELSTEAD

Wait a minute, Mr. Woodhouse.

Is there a second to the motion?
HUACO

Second.

TRAVELSTEAD

You may proceed.

WOODHOUSE
The purpose of this amendment is to
clarify even more fully,Professor Hicks, what you have
referred to earlier as a clarification of function in the
operation of preparing an agenda.
It seems to me that the real thrust of this is that
the presiding officer: of the Faculty is usually also involved I
practically at the insistence of the Policy Committee, but
that a collaboration goes on here which seems very sensible
and reasonable that we could well make explicit.
I don't think that the wording of this amendment
alters anything that has been already passed by us, but I
think it would clarify everything that has been at issue
here.
TRAVELSTEAD
Further discussion on the amendment
proposed by Mr. Woodhouse?
Mr. Howarth.
HOWARTH
I think Mr. Woodhouse's amendment makes
clear perhaps what we have been sweeping under the rug,
the difference being in these two proposals is who has the
responsibility for Faculty agenda, whether it's the Faculty
Policy Committee or the administration.
I think we can
have some views on that.
DURRIE

That's been

PROFESSOR GREEN
last time?
DURRIE

I thought that was already passed

It was.

GREEN
so it seems to me this is reviewing a motion
that was already passed.
TRAVELSTEAD
Back on page three, item six (a) (1)
Was passed by this group at its April tenth meeting, which
says there should be a Faculty Policy Committee empowered

to exercise ultimate responsibility for the agenda of the
University Faculty meetings. This was passed last time.
Further discussion on Mr. Woodhouse's proposed
amendment?
Mr. Cottrell.
COTTRELL
As onerous as the original proposed
constitutional amendment is, it is much better than the
Woodhouse amendment, which, in effect, would make the
University secretary permanently and irrevocably the
Faculty secretary.
Now, I have some reservations about this. The
University secretary is an administrator of this University,
certain'l).y, in a capacity as secretary of the University .
He serves in a capacity to the Regents of the University,
and what we would do by the Woodhouse amendment is make
him also secretary of the Faculty.

I think the secretary of the Faculty should be an
elected member of the Faculty, who serves at the Faculty's
will and knows which body he is serving.

I am not saying this in condemnation of anything
Mr. Durrie has done, who is the incumbent in all three
jobs. I am saying I want, in the future, to be free to
select a secretary different from the University secretary,
if we so choose.
So I think the Woodhouse amendment, with the statement that the University secretary shal'i also be the secretary
of the Faculty, is very unworkable and should be killed.
TRAVELSTEAD
amendment?

Other discussions on the Woodhouse

(Calling for the question.)
say

11

All those favoring the amendment, please
TRAVELSTEAD
"
aye; opposed, "no." The motion is lost.

We are back to the amendment proposed by Miss Hicks,
four (b) on page six.
Mr. Howarth.
HOWARTH

Move the previous question on Professor Hicks'
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amendment.
TRAVELSTEAD
us has been moved.

Previous question on the motion before
It is not debatable.

All those in favor, please say "aye"; opposed, "no."
We will now vote on the previous question which was
the motion by Miss Hicks, which is four (b) on page six.
Any question about what we are voting on now?
All those in favor of that motion, please say "aye";
opposed, "no." The motion is carried.
I doubt if everybody voted.
I call on Miss Hicks to present the next item.
HICKS
Mr. Chairman, I move the adoption of secti on
six {d), which, in effect, would put the A.F.T., the
Academic Freedom and Tenure Committee statement about the
committee into the constitution, and the reason for this
is that -TRAVELSTEAD
Excuse me. Do we have a second?
This has been moved, is there a second?
TILLOTSON
KARNI

Second.

Second.

TRAVELSTEAD
Mr. Karni.

It's been moved and seconded by

HICKS
The reason why this is suggested is to
put this committee and the Policy Committee in the
constitution as these are two committees that are elected
d irectly
'
by the Faculty.
In article one section six (f), I believe it is,
page twenty-two in ' the Handbook, may be an issue here
that you wish to consider in your debate, "that the duties
and responsibilities of every committee, as defined by
the Policy Committee, shall be incorporated in the by-laws
of th e University Faculty, after approval by a maJori
· ·tY
of the Voting Faculty," and the Academic Freedom and Tenure
Comm·
·
·
th ittee, as well as the whole statement, is,
I b e 1 ieve,
e first by-law on page twenty-four of the Handbook.
0n

Inclusion of
Academic
Freedom and
Tenure Committee in
the Constitution
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So you might want to consider the amending of
that statement six (f) in your debate before you vote.
TRAVELSTEAD
Moved and seconded, on page six of the
material you have, item six (d) is before us for discussion.
Mr. Drummond.
DRUMMOND
I would like to as~whether all of this
underli~ed material is to be placed in the constitution,
or whether i t should start on the third line where it says
"there shall be an Academic Freedom and Tenure Committee."
HICKS

You are correct, "there shall be."

DRUMMOND
HICKS

Then this should not be underlined?
Correct.

TRAVELSTEAD

Other discussion?

Ready for the question? All those in favor of the
motion, please say "aye"; opposed, "no." The motion is
carried.
The ayes have it.
Miss Hicks.
HICKS
Section six (e), I move the adopuion of
section six (e), to begin: "The membership of the Academic
Freedom and Tenure Committee shall be composed and elected
as follows" -- and then the statement there is also from
the by- laws .
TRAVELSTEAD

Second to that motion?

(Seconded.)
TRAVELSTEAD

Open for discussion.

Mr. Drummond, as in the previous question~ the underlining should be disregarded in the bottom two lines, but
should start with "The membership."
SMITH

Mr . Chairman --

TRAVELSTEAD
SMITH

Mr. Smith.

It strikes me that this is fairly strange
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language for a constitution. This long paragraph deals
with the composition and election of the Academic Freedome and Tenure Committee, and its meeting schedule, and
there is, toward the end of it, a reference on the
policy of the Academic Freedom and Tenure Committee, to
which one would need to turn for further detail.
It occurred to me that the Faculty might conceivably
want to change the composition or mode of operation in
these respects of the Academic Freedom and Tenure Committee
sometime, and it would be a little arduous to have to go
through a constitutional amendment process in order to do it.
I question whether this kind of material ought to
be in the discussion, whether it needs to be, or at any
rate, I would like to ask why it needs to be.
TRAVELSTEAD

Anyone want to answer that question?

Mr. Goldberg.
GOLDBERG
I do agree with Mr. Smith that it is
rather strange language for the constitution.
I suspect ours
is a strange constitution.
I think the real reasoning of the committee -- it
was actually not without precedent in our own constitution
it was just to put the committee on Academic Freedom and
Tenure on parity with the Policy Committee.
It doesn't -- it doesn't make it totally inflexible
as to what the procedures and membership is.
It makes
the change in the membership and the procedures for
election, a question of constitutional import and does
require the onerous burden which you refer to, Mr. Vice
President , and we recognize that.
SMITH
Well, Mr. President, I agree that that is
the effect of this proposed amendment, but I think the purpose of placing the Academic Freedom and ~enure.commi~tee
~retty much on a par with the Policy Committee in making
~ta constitutional committee, is achieved by the amendment
Just passed, without the necessity of this one.
TRAVELSTEAD

Further discussion on this motion?

Ready for the question? All those in favor, please
say "aye"; opposed, "no." The chair rules it's lost, but
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I will have a count if you want a division.
GOLDBERG

Division.

TRAVELSTEAD
stand in all tiers.

All those favoring the motion , please
We can probably determine this that way .

Those favoring the motion on all three tiers.
All those opposing the motion, please stand, all
three tiers.
The motion is lost, forty-one to twenty - nine .
You do mean "lost"? Twenty-nine for; forty -one
against? That's what was reported to me.
MR. JULIEN
Forty-one people voted for the motion
and twenty-nine people voted against it.
TRAVELSTEAD
The chair wishes to correct the statement for the minutes. The motion passed, forty-one for;
twenty-nine against.
Am

I correct now?

JULIAN

Yes.

TRAVELSTEAD

Next item.

HICKS
The last three modifications, I would like
to recommend together, and I move the adoption of a new
~ection six (f), the proposed change is only in the word
chairpersons."
KARNI

"Chairmen"
to "Chairpersons"

Point of order.

If I remember correctly, we passed last time, all
the chairmen to all chairpersons, didn't we do that?
HICKS

No, it was just one place.

TRAVELSTEAD

One place, only.

It should have been all places.
-ti:
memory
is
Aicky
sometimes, Mr . Karni .
TRAVELSTEAD
The

KARNI

"-
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'S

HICKS
And section six (g), which is now (e), which
would delete the phrase "no single member shall serve on
more than two standing committees," and section six (h),
would have simply a separate designation.
I move the adoption of these three.
TRAVELSTEAD
REGENER

Is there a second to the motion?

Second.

TRAVELSTEAD
The motion has three parts as outline d
on page seven of the material that you have: section six (f ) ,
six (g), six (h), as you described.
HICKS

May I speak to this one?

TRAVELSTEAD

Miss Hicks.

HICKS
The middle one, "no single
on more than two standing committees at a
the past, been disregarded on a number of
for very good reason, and it is presented
as to whether or not you wish to continue

member shall serve
time," has, in
occasions, and
for your debate
this ruling.

If so, we will need to stick to it more closely
than we have in the past.
TRAVELSTEAD

Further discussion?

Mr. Woodhouse and then Mr. Hufbauer.
WOODHOUSE
May I ask a question as to what is the
very good reason that the provision has been ignored?
It seems to me, when this provision went into the
constitution, the Faculty must have been a third of its
Present size.
I don't see any reason on the surface why
anyone should be required to serve on more than one standing
~ommittee at a time, and furthermore, I don't, frankly,
Just don't like the idea of the possibility of one person
serving on more than one committee. Doesn't seem to b e
necessary to ignore that provision.
TRAVELSTEAD

Mr. Hufbauer.

PROFESSOR HOFBAUER
I agree with the sentiments
expressed.
I would like to see a separation of the question

Service on
More Than
Two Standinc
Committees
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and take the first and third proposals and take the middle
one separately, which I can see absolutely no reason for
this, and I am surprised that the Policy Committee has
ignored the constitution in the past. But obviously, if
we eliminate that, this provides for the Policy Committee
to appoint itself to the standing committees, which is
very much against the constitution.
TRAVELSTEAD
The first point is to suggest a
separation of the question, putting item number one and three
into one side of the question, and a separate question,
Mr. Hu£bauer, would be item two?
HUFBAUER

Yes, sir.

TRAVELSTEAD
Anybody have any objection to separating
the questions? We put number one and three in the part to
be discussed now, if there's no objection.
Then would: you please direct your comments to one
and three at this time, as a single motion.
(Calling for the question.)
TRAVELSTEAD
All those in favor of that motion as
separated, one and three, please say "aye"; opposed, "no."
The motion is carried.
The second part of the question now, which is
number two of the original motion, we will discuss separately,
and we are open for discussions on that.
Miss Hicks and then Mr. Zepper in the back row.
HICKS
Mr. Hufbauer, you jumped to a scientific
conclusion that the Policy committee had ignored this.
~ didn't say that. we are aware of the fact that, I think,
in the past, it has been ignored a few times, but I don't
think you can lay that charge to the Policy Committee or
its appointments or its recommendations to this Faculty.
TRAVELSTEAD

Mr. Zepper.

PROFESSOR ZEPPER
I was wondering if I might have
a clarification. It seems to me that the by-laws and
constitution actually bring about this. I believe, on
the Faculty Policy committee, there is a representative
from the Graduate Committee, and this is specified within
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the rules and regulations, also, that a member of the
Graduate Committee is on the Entrance and Credits Committee,
which is already specified, and it contradicts itself.
TRAVELSTEAD

Mr. Cottrell.

COTTRELL
Mr. Chairman, that's still on two
committees.
Three years that I served as chairman of
the Committee of Committees, and the year that I served
as chairman of the Policy Committee, we had no exceptions.
We made a very clear policy to go through and people
could not serve on three committees. I d o not know what
has happened since or what happened before.
I am not aw a r e
of many cases where we have had people serving on more than
two standing committees.
I agree with Professor Woodhouse and Professor
Hufbauer.
I don't think it should be done in a Faculty
this size, and I think we should leave that provision i n
our constitution.
TRAVELSTEAD
Mr. Zepper, did that clear up your
point about one versus two?
ZEPPER
I was wondering, to c larify, whether it
got to the point it specified for three, or could be
specified for three.
TRAVELSTEAD

Other discussion?

Mr. Christman.

PROFESSOR CHRISTMAN
Yes.
I really have a
question. A minute ago when we voted, did we vote to
separate one and three from two, or did we vote "yes"
to one and three?
DURRIE

We voted "yes."

TRAVELSTEAD
I said that we would separate unless
there was some objection, and then we discussed one and
three together, and it was voted on and passed.
That's my understanding.
CHRISTMAN
There wasn't really any discussion
about it, we just voted on it?
TRAVELSTEAD
hear any.

I asked for discussion, and I didn't
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CHRISTMAN
I misunderstood.
on separating one and three.

I thought we were voting

TRAVELSTEAD
Well, the chair intended to handle it
another way, and didn't intend to be misleading. I said
we would separate them unless there was objection. I heard
no objection, and I said, "We ' 11 talk about one and three
combined," and we had discussion and then voted on it.
No, I guess there was nothing to say, we had a
vote on it.
CHRISTMAN
After we finish two that we are apparently
on now, if possible, I would like to ask for some information
about one.
TRAVELSTEAD

We wil l allow that.

We are on two, now.

Further discussion?

Ready for the question? All those in favor, please
say "aye"; opposed, "no." The motion is lost.
I found, by the previous vote count on an earlier
motion, that the chair could be misled by the loudness of
voices.
I thought one went the other way, but the hands
didn't say the same thing, but I think it was clear in
this the motion lost, unless someone wants to have a
division of the house.
Mr. Christman.
CHRISTMAN
Yes, I would like to ask permission to
ask for information on six (f), which is called six (d ) ,
Which we just called number one. I would like to know the
occasion for having the committee, other than pure democracy ,
for having the committee elect its own chairperson, as
opposed to having the Policy Committee elect the chairman
on the committees.
I am particularly concerned about the Policy
Committee having responsibility
DURRIE
No, I think you are confused, Karl. They
ar~ talking about the present six (d ) , which says "The
University Faculty may elect special committees. These
committees shall elect their own chairperson," and that's
What's being talked about.
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CHRISTMAN

Okay.

TRAVELSTEAD

Okay.

Move on, Miss Hicks, to the next

item.
HICKS

That's all.

TRAVELSTEAD

That's all.

(Applause.)
TRAVELSTEAD
Will you now please turn to the agenda
for April tenth. We just finished item number three.
We will continue in order with item number four.
REGENER

Mr. Chairman --

TRAVELSTEAD
REGENER

Mr. Regener.

No.

As a housekeeping matter , I would
PROFESSOR DANIELS
like to move that item six (b} and six (c) that were tabled
last time, be removed from the table and r ~ mitted to the
Faculty Policy Committee.
TRAVELSTEAD

Let me get t his, please.

On pages four and five of the material from last time,
we h ave section six (b) and six (c) -- my records indicate
that the body tabled those at that time. That's what you
are referring to, is it?
DANIELS That is correct.
I think, instead of
leaving it on the table, we better take it off the table
and recommit i t to the Policy Committee.
GREEN

.Second.

TRAVELSTEAD
EUBANK

Mr. Parliamentarian?

You have no other business pending .

All right, it's been moved and seconded
TRAVELSTEAD
that we take the item six (b) and six (c) on pages four
and five, off the table and recommit them to the Faculty
Policy Committee for further consideration and study .

Defeat of
Motion to
Re move Art .
I , Sec . 6 (b
and (c) f r o1
th e Tabl e
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Any discussion on this?
Mr. Meier and then Mr. Karni.
MEIER
I would like to speak against the motion.
I
think it is pretty clear, we discussed it very thoroughly
in the last meeting, and the sentiment against the proposition
for enlarging the Policy Committee -TRAVELSTEAD

A little louder, please.

MEIER
I think there was very resounding sentiment
against enlarging the Policy Committee and leaving this
issue on the table, and I propose that we do just that.
TRAVELSTEAD

Mr. Karni.

KARNI
If it passes, I would like to ask, on behalf
of the Policy Committee, without taking too much time, for
this body to give us some indication where does this body
want the Policy Committee to go?
TRAVELSTEAD

Mr. Alexander.

PROFESSOR ALEXANDER
Also, I think it's unfair to say
that we defeated that, or voted against it, simply by
tabling it.
I suppose it's legitimate to take it off the
table and reconsider it.
I would rathe r we reconsider it
here, however, than be referred immedi ately to the Policy
Committee. That seems to be the wrong way to proceed on
the matter.
Of course, personally, I think it's a wrong move,
as I said last time, to enlarge the Policy Committee. I
think it's functioned very well in its present size and I
would hate to see it enlarged, but in fairness to those
that want to do this, I do believe that ought to be discussed again here, so that the Policy Committee or whoever
gets the problem will have some real education of the
Set'
n iment of this' group.
TRAVELSTEAD
The motion before us is to take it
Off the table and recommit it to the Policy Committee.
Mr. Devries.
DeVRIES
I would vote for this motion and one reason
is I believe it would be a good member -- to have a member
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of the Library faculty on the Policy Committee.
TRAVELSTEAD
Other discussion? Are you ready for
this question? Those in favor to take it off the table
and recommit to the Policy Committee, all those in favor,
say "aye"; opposed, "no."
All those in favor, raise your hands.
Julien, will you get that?
All those opposed, raise your hands.
The motion is defeated, twenty-nine voted "yes";
forty-nine voted "no."
Miss Hicks.
HICKS
I move that this Faculty vote "yes" to
place a member of the Library faculty on the Faculty
Policy Committee.
(Seconded.)
TRAVELSTEAD
It's been moved and seconded that a
member of the Library faculty be placed on the F aculty
Policy Committee.
Mr. Hufbauer.
HUFBAUER
I would like to have my memory refres hed
on how many people are on the Library faculty .
HICKS
DURRIE
HUFBAUER
members?

Thirty-five.
Thirty-five .
Thirty-five.

Are thirty-five faculty

TRAVELSTEAD
Yes, sir, and there is a much larger
group that is not faculty status.
HUF B\UER
That is a large number, and I would
Ordinarily favor it, but r would resist any addi tions to
the Faculty Policy committee until we get that co~ittee
Properly -- proper representational body, change it to a
Proper representational body and the present way it is

Motion to
Place Member
of Library
Faculty on
FPC Declared
Out of Order
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constituted, it's terribly unfair, and some proposals were
brought in last time along that same direction.
I would resist any changes until we can get a
thorough, going body.
TRAVELSTEAD
COTTRELL

Further discussion?

Mr. Cottrell.

Mr. Chairman, point of order.

Is a motion such as Miss Hicks made, in order when
we have a published agenda? We have resisted temp tation
earlier this afternoon to change the agenda. It would
seem to me that a motion that was not on the agenda, which
has not lain on the table in terms of the constitution,
should clearly be out of order at this time, so we can
proceed with the published agenda.
Mr. Parliamentarian, would you help
TRAVELSTEAD
the chair on that question?
EUBANK

I think Cottrell is right, for a change.

(Applause.)
TRAVELSTEAD
The official records will show that
Mr. Cottrell was right.
HICKS
I wanted to say that that was one of the
proposals that has been on the table for more than thirty
days.
TRAVELSTEAD

Now, where are we?

This motion, according to the parliamentarian, is
out of order.
EUBANK
If it has been on the table, then it might
be taken from the table.
Well, as such, it was not on the
TRAVELSTEAD
table. I guess it was a part
COTTRELL
It was part of a larger motion, and it's
not part of the motion before that was tabled.
TRAVELSTEAD
In fact, it was part of what was
tabled earlier and what's been voted on, part of it taken
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out, Mr. Parliamentarian.
What is your position on it now?
is s ti 11 right?
EUBANK

As before, Mr. Cottrell

(Nods head.)

TRAVELSTEAD
COTTRELL

Mr. Huber doesn't agree.
I want that underlined in the record,

please!
TRAVELSTEAD
But not the second part, the "finally
right," or "occasionally."
COTTRELL
I don't care what, as long as you
acknowledge I was right!
TRAVELSTEAD
We are ruling this motion, then, out
of order. That's the gist of that decision.
We are now ready to proceed with item number four,
the previous meeting's agenda, the election of a vice
chairman for the Voting Faculty, '73-'74.
Mr. Durrie, will you please read the instructions.
DURRIE
The vice chairman presides at meetings in
the absence of the president and the academic vice president,
or when the presiding officer wishes to speak from the floor.
The present incumbent is Professor Regener.
Nominations are in order, and voting will be by
ballot if there is more than one nominee.
TRAVELSTEAD

Open for nominations.

Mr. Meier.
MEIER

I nominate Professor Cohen of Economics.

TRAVELSTEAD
HICKS

Miss Hicks.

I nominate Professor Regener.

TRAVELSTEAD

Mr. Regener.

Mr. McRae.

Election of
Vice Chairman of
Faculty
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McRAE
I was mere ly going to support Professor Regener.
I find his style inimitable and I wi ll support Professor
Hicks' motion.
TRAVELSTEAD

Further nominations?

Motion for nominations to close?
KARNI

Move to close.

(Seconded.)
TRAVELSTEAD
All in favor, say "aye " ; opposed, "no . "
We have two nominees, Mr. Cohen and Mr. Regener.
DURRIE
We will pass the ballots out and there are
three slips . in each set, and so please take only one and
vote f or one name; not preferential, i n other words .
TRAVELSTEAD

You don ' t need numbers in front of t h e m,

then.
Please pass them across and we will pick them up
at either end.
We will proceed now with item number five, election
of two members at large for the Policy Committee term of
two years . Mr. Durrie will help us in this.
DURRIE
This election is occasioned by t h e
expiration of the two-year term of Professor Til l otson
and of the one-year term of Professor Cordova who is
completing the two-year term of Professor Schmidt's
leave.
In short, two people must be elected for two- year
terms, 1973-1975.
The constitution defines the committee as follows:
"The Policy committee is empowered: one, to
define duties, nominate members, and designate
chairman"_.._ excuse me -- "chairpersons, f or
the standing committees of the University Faculty,
subject to consultation with the president of
the University and confirmation by the Voting
Faculty; two , to schedule reports from any of
these committees at designated meetings o f the
University Faculty; three, to consider matters

Election of
Two Me mbe rsa t - La rge of
Faculty Poli
c y Committe e
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of educational policy in general whenever such
matters are not appropriate to any special
committee; four, to consult with the administration of the development of the budget, with
special attention to the policy questions of
resources; five, to make reports and recommendations direct to the University Faculty for action
by that body; and six, to express to the
Regen.ts and others, Faculty points of view, and
when authorized to do so by the Voting Faculty.
By petition of the members of the Faculty,
singly or in groups, the Policy Committee shall
serve to represent such members before the
Regents in any matter believed worthy by that
committee. The Policy Committee is elected
as follows: one member by each of the college
faculties; one member by the Graduate Committee;
and three members at large elected by the Voting
Faculty, of whom no more than two shall be
from any one college," ~:
Since the carryover member at large for next year,
Paul Davis, is from the College of Arts and Sciences,
this means that no more than one of the members at large
to be elected today may be from that college.
Deans -- and this includes assistant and associate
deans -- and ex officio members of the Faculty, as defined
in article one, section one (a) and (b), are not eligible
to serve on this committee.
The constitution states that after completing two
successive two-year terms on the Policy Committee, a member
ma~ not serve again until two years have elapsed. Under
~his ruling, only Professor Hicks and Napolitano are
ineligible for this election, as are, of course, the present
members of the committee whose terms continue through· next
Year.
Listed on the blackboard is the membership of the
~olicy Committee as presently established for 1973-'74,
including the following whose election or reelection by
th eir
. colleges has recently been announced:
Arts and sciences, Professor Regener; Business and
Administrative Science, Professor Lenberg; Education,
Professor Darling· Engineering, Professor Karni; Fine
Art s, Professor Batcheller.
'

i!'' -

8
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Graduate Committee, Professor Muir; L , Prof
Goldberg; Medicine, Professor Anderson; urs ing , r o
Gorman; Pharmacy, Professor Hurwitz.
If there are more than two nominees for rn
large, voting is to be by preferential ballot.
order.

r

Unless there are questions, nominatio s
TRAVELSTEAD
REGENER

n

Professor Regener.

Nominate Paul Schmid t.

TRAVELSTEAD

Mr. Woodhouse.

WOODHOUSE

Nominat

HUFBAUER

Professor Hufb u r .

I will be on leave .

TRAVELSTEAD

Have to strike h im, h

on 1

· 11

Mr. Huaco.
HUACO

I nominate

DURRIE

Who was the other?

TRAVELSTEAD

u

Mr. Hufbauer was nomin t d ,

h

id

he would be on leave.

HUACO

rk .

I nominate Professor Gi lb rt

TRAVELSTEAD

The lady --

FACULTY MEMBER
TRAVELSTEAD
DRUMMOND

Wayne

oellenberg .

iss Es es.

MISS ESTES

TRAVELSTEAD

ill r

Mr. Drununond.

TRAVELSTEAD

TILLOTSON

I nominate Gorge

Marcia Tillo

r

on .

respectfully

clin

0

She

to b

con

i hes no

n.

r
i

r
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FACULTY MEMBER
TRAVELSTEAD
somebody else.

I nominate Neosha Mackey.

Neosha Mackey, who just nominated

Miss Amsden.
PROFESSOR AMSDEN
TRAVELSTEAD

Donald Tailby, Economics.

Mr. Cottrell.

C

COTTRELL

Linda Estes from H.P.~.R.

FACULTY MEMBER
TRAVELSTEAD

I move that the nominations be closed.

Do I hear a second?

Mr. Davis.
PROFESSOR DAVIS

I would like to nominate Professor

George.
TRAVELSTEAD

Professor Douglas George.

Mr. Meier.
MEIER

I'd like to nominate Professor Hillerman.

TRAVELSTEAD

Professor Boatwright.

PROFESSOR BOATWRIGHT

I nominate Professor Koschmann .

Is there another -- want to entertain
TRAVELSTEAD
it again? Probably get a second, this time.
Is there a motion that nominations cease?
DRUMMOND

I so move.

(Seconded.)
TRAVELSTEAD
All those in favor, please say "aye";
"no." Nominations are closed·

0 PPosed,

DURRIE

May I suggest how to proceed on t h is?

All the nominees must be listed alphabetically on
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your ballots, and a number must be put in front of each
name.
In other words, this is a preferential ballot.
In
order for the vote to be valid, there has to be a number
from one through ten in front of e very name.
PROFESSOR HAMILTON
Could the secretary be called
upon to put them in alphabetical order?
DURRIE

Yes, sir, I would be g lad to try.

Let me read these.
TRAVELSTEAD
As Mr. Durrie reads them, would the
candidate please stand.
It's been requested that they
would like to see you.
DURRIE
In case you have started on your ballots,
I want to be sure they are right:
Estes, George, Hillerman, Koschmann, Mackey ,
Merkx, Miller, Moellenberg, Schmidt, and Tailby.
Would Professor Estes stand up.
And Professor George.
Professor Hillerman.
Professor Koschmann.
TRAVELSTEAD

right1

DURRIE

Not here.

Professor Mackey.

PROFESSOR MACKEY
DURRIE

-e-y.

Mr. Merkx.

TRAVELSTEAD
DURRIE

Have I spe lled your name

Not here .

George Miller.

Wayne Moellenberg, presently on leave.
Paul Schmidt, also on leave.
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And Professor Tailby.
Is Professor Tailby here?

TRAVELSTEAD

Not here.

Would you please cast your ballots.
Alphabetical order, and number in front

DURRIE
of every name.

How about putting their departments after

CHRISTMAN
their names.
TRAVELSTEAD

All right.

Estes, Health, P.E. and Recreation; George,
DURRIE
Art; Hillerman, Journalism; Koschmann, Engineering; Mackey,
Library; Merkx, Sociology.
Miller, Library; Moellenberg, Education Foundations;
Schmidt, Philosophy; Tailby, Economics.
TRAVELSTEAD
We will now move to item number six,
the previous agenda, election of a secretary for the Voting
~aculty for a three-year term. Mr. Durrie will give us
information, please.

Election of
Secretary
of Faculty

DURRIE
Well, I have no more information than I
read before.
I can repeat the duties, if you like.
TRAVELSTEAD
secretary does?

Anybody want that repeated, what the

FACULTY MEMBER
MEIER

I nominate John Durrie.

I moved the nominations close.

TRAVELSTEAD
It's been moved the nominations close.
All in favor of that, say "aye"; opposed, "no."
The record should show he was elected by acclamation.
I think that's what it means, unless somebody wants to take
a Position to the contrary.
Since the next item involves the chair, I would like
to ask the elected vice chairman, Mr. Regener, to take the
chair during this item number seven from the previous agenda.
REGENER

The next item, item number seven.

Mr. Ames.

Letter of
Censure for
Professor
Mann
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PROFESSOR AMES
The motion that I proposed the last
time, some months ago, I have asked to amend that motion.
The motion originallyread that:
"Vice President Travelstead shoul d immediately
withdraw his letter of censure of Professor Johns.
Mann."
The substitute motion I am offering now, moves the
original and adds:
"Any disciplinary procedures or sanctions
instituted shall be in accord with the Regents'
statement of policy, August 8th, 1970, including
provisions for academic due process and shall be
cognizant of the right of the Faculty to judge the
behavior of its members in Faculty meetings."
That's the motion in the agenda for this meeting,
and last -TRAVELSTEAD
COTTRELL
TRAVELSTEAD
AMES

Is there a second to the motion?
Seconded.
Moved and seconded.

May I speak briefly on the motion?

TRAVELSTEAD

Mr. Ames.

AMES
I feel the motion is fairly straightforward.
I want to make a couple of things clear.
One is that neither I nor any of the people involved
in this are justifying or supporting the right of anyone
to curse or use any kind of unseemly behavior at Faculty
meetings, and I would say that immediately after Steve
started cursing, I thought it was wrong.
I felt it was
bad to do, but that's not the point.
The point was simply that Faculty members, the
!acuity as a whole, has the right to judge its own
ehavior in the F aculty meeting. That was clearly a
Facu1 ty meeting.
And secondly, whether the administration should
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becom~ involved in criticizing the action of Faculty members,
any rights of due process are applicable to the Faculty
member.
The Regents are clear on this.
The statement of
Regents' policy of August 8th, 1970, which was in the
section of the agenda on this motion, that says that the
Faculty member is entitled to hearings, due process,
procedural guarantees, the right to present their case,
and so on.
In this case, nothing -- there was no finding of
any kind of -- no due process, in a word. Chester Travelstead simply sent a censure letter to Professor Mann,
he therefore stands as censured which is a serious charge
in the University, with no right to present his side of
the issue.
So I simply think we
ask for a withdrawal of the
Travelstead wants -- or any
proceed, they should follow
TRAVELSTEAD

should deal with this and
censure letter, and if Chester
other administrator wants to
the rights of due process.

I would like to speak to the motion.

The Faculty has two letters in the agenda material,
I will not refer further to those, one letter from me to
Professor Mann, another Professor Mann's answer t
me.
I
would like to read from two other letters which I think
are relevant to the motion.
On December twentieth, Mr. Smith, Sherman Smith,
sent the following letter to Mr. Mann:
"An excerpt from the verbatim minutes of the
November thirtieth Faculty meeting is attached.
In almost forty years of attending meetings of
Faculty, legislation, and other public assemblies
of all kinds, I have never before heard an outburst
like yours on November thirtieth. Gutter language
is juvenile and offensive in such a context, but
to tell the presiding officer of a presiding assembly
to "shut up," is, regardless of your opinion of him,
is an affront to every member.
Such behavior would
get you expelled from the legislative session by the
sergeant of arms. Whether your behavior was
willful, or emotional instability, it casts substantial
doubt on your fitness as a teacher and Faculty member."
Mr. Mann's answer to Mr. Smith:
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" Your silly letter of December t we n tieth confi r ms
what I h ad suspected: y ou are a pompo u s f o ol. The r e
is no point in responding to y our child ish ly indign ant
statement, nor in suggesting that my beh a v ior may be
accounted for in ways other t h an those y our l i mited
imagination could conjure up. "
I would like to read a letter I wrote to P rofe ss o r
Barry Ames, t h e maker of this motion . January t wenty - n i nth .
" I appreciate your concern about the lette r
of censure I sent recently to Profess o r John Mann
as a result of his conduct at the Nov e mbe r 30th ,
1972,meeting of t h e general Faculty .
I do not
agree, however, with your conclusion t hat my s ending
him such a letter was inappropriate. I vi e w thi s
notice of censure as a written reprimand or expression of disapproval . The letter was i n t ended
to mean just that, nothing more or less . Th e
genera l Faculty may or may not consi de r Pro fessor
Mann's behavior at that meeting as cens u rable.
I assume it will decla~itse l f on this point
sometime soon as a result of t he Re gent s' recent
request of the Faculty Policy Corrunittee f or s ome
reacti o n to this meeting , a nd particu larly t o the
conduct displayed by Mr . Mann on t h at occasion .
In the meantime, the letter I sent to him will
remain in his record unless a n d until i t is
officially removed by some h i gher auth ority . "
Others have written letters, b ut since t h e y are in
the audience today, they may speak if they cons i der it
app ropriate to do so.
I have a number o f letters, but I wou ld l ike to make
one statement following these lette rs.
I want to say to my Faculty and administrativ e colleagues,
that if, indeed, I have v iolated a policy and /or a procedure
t o which this institution is c learly a nd spec ifically
committed, then I will g l a dly retract what e ve r word s I have
wri' t ten, and whateve r a c t i on I have t aken, whic
. h are
determined by some a ppropriate b ody to have been in violation
of such a policy or proc edure.
b

I do not think I have been in violation in this case,
ut , of course , I am aware th a t my viewpoint in this instance
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is personal and perhaps biased.
But I stand firmly behind what I think is the essence
of my letter to Professor Mann which I viewed then and now
as a written expression of my criticism and disapproval
of his conduct at the November 30th, 1972, meeting of the
general Faculty. Nothing more, nothing less.
I want to close my remarks by repeating a thought
contained in the last paragraph of my letter to Mr. Mann:
"I personally will not condone, for meetings
of this Faculty, such language or behavior as he
displayed on last November thirtieth."
I would prefer not to continue serving as the chief
academic officer at the University of New Mexico, if, after
due consideration, ei ther ·· the general Faculty, and/or the
administration of this institution, declare they are willing
to condone or tolerate that kind of cond uct.
Thank you, Mr. Chairman.
REGENER

Mr. Meier.

MEIER
I would argue that the Professor Ames' motion
is improper in that it addresses this body to do something
that is not its province to do.
If there is a claim that
Professor Mann's academic freedom is being violated, then
?e should go to the proper source or proper point, which
is the Academic Freedom and Tenure Committee, and lodge
such a complaint.
It is not -- it is not the province of this body to
ask Vice President Travelstead to retract an action that
he has taken as an administrator.
I fully support vice President Travelstead's action.
I Was present at that meeting and I, too, have never heard
anything like this in a public meeting of collegues of this
sort, and r would like to request -- I am making a motion
that this be tabled, because it is not the proper business
of this meeting and if that motion fails, then I would
like to have th; floor to make a further request.
FACULTY MEMBER
MEIER

The motion is to table?

Yes, the motion is to table.

Seconded.
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HUACO

Second.

REGENER
The motion is to table, has been seconded,
and is not debatable.
Ready for the question?
TILLOTSON
REGENER

Is the motion to postpone indefinitely?
The motion was to table.

TILLOTSON
postpone?

Isn't it in effect not to table, but to

(Calling for the question.)
REGENER
Those in favor of the motion to table,
say "aye"; opposed, "no."
The chair is in doubt.
Will those in the rear, please stand up, those who
are in favor of the motion to table, please stand up. On ly
those in the back.
Those in the middle tier, in favor of the motion to
table, please stand up.
Those who are in favor of the motion to table in
the bottom tier, please stand up.
Now, those who are opposed to the motion to table,
in the back, p 1 ease rise.
·
Okay, those in the middle tier opposed to the motion
to table, please rise.
And those opposed to the motion to table in the bottom
layer, please rise.
The motion to table carries, forty-nine t o thirty - eight.
TRAVELSTEAD

Thank you, Mr. Regener.

To continue with t~~ agenda, item number eight,
Faculty senate proposal. }'ho is to speak to t h is?
MEIER

Mr. Chairman --

Faculty
Senate
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TRAVELSTEAD

Mr. Meier.

MEIER
I believe Professor Merkx was intending to
introduce this motion, but he is ill and out of town, both.
I would like to move the motion for -- I would like
to formally move the motion that is stated on item eight
on the agenda concerning the Faculty approval creation of
a Faculty senate.
This would involve, in the first part of the motion,
it would involve ~approval of the principal of
c:t~lirl!l~ii:D~ and the second part, (b), would establish the
machinery for drawing up such a proposal.
TRAVELSTEAD
MEIER

As it stands here, yes.

TRAVELSTEAD
HUACO

Are both parts in your motion, Mr. Meier?

We have a motion.

Is there a second?

Second.

TRAVELSTEAD
This is on page fifteen of the material
previously distributed. I want to be sure we have the
right reference here.
The motion before us includes both section (a) and
section (b).
Is this correct, Mr. Meier?
MEIER
Yes, I am going to include them both, alth oug h
they might be separated.
DURRIE
Does anyone need an agenda to follow this?
1 have some extras.
TRAVELSTEAD

Mr. Cottrell, and then Mr. Huaco.

COTTRELL
Mr. Chairman, I rise t o / . ; ; ~ an
amendment to this. ~mendment, I discussed with
Professor Merkx ani general approval from him, or at least
consent that if 1 he w~re here, he would support this.

7

The major opposition that we hear b~ing expres ed
With respect to a Faculty senate, is that it takes thing s
ou~ of the Faculty and delegates it to a smal er bod~.
This is a legitimate reason to be concerned, i f we did not

7
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give a little bit more direction to the committee that would
work on this.
There are Faculty senates around the country in othe r
universities, who have al l the powers the Faculty inv es t e d
in t h e senate, and the senate meets t wice a y ear for int r o ducing new F aculty and hearing the report from t h e pre s ident
on h ow rosy t h ing s look or don't look , and in e ffect , t he
Faculty are not functioning as a Facu lty at t h ose unive rs ities .
The mai nstream of the fact of universi ty govern a nce
involving the F aculty senate, in fact, does have a re s ponsibility left with the Faculty, itsel f , in t erms of hearing
reports from the senate, and in terms of be i ng ab l e , on
certain issues, if the senate votes out of line with the
consensus of the Faculty, to overri de or to re commi t to
t h e senate for i ts reconsideration, c er tain act ions.
So the amendments that I am going t o make a re in
t h at spirit today, and the amendments would i nvolve item
t h ree under " Be it Resolv ed," where the stat e me nt " The
Faculty, as a body of the whole, s h all meet at l east
t wice each y ear to act on that certain speci fied b us iness
rese r ved to t h e Faculty" -- and I would l i ke to i ns ert
t he amendment there, "and to review reports f rom the
officers of the university and from the Facult y sen ate,
and to discuss any matter of Univ ers ity concern ."
That is amendment number one.
Now , I know that -TRAVELSTEAD
Before we leav e that, wo uld y ou
repeat the word ing on t h at?
COTTRELL
I would insert t h is afte r the word
11
"Faculty.
"And to receive reports f rom the officers
of the University" __ I think I said " rev iew" befor e -DURRIE

You did.

COTTRELL
-- "rec e ive" is the word that I think
s h ou l d be there __ "to receive reports from the officers
of the Univers i ty and from the Fa culty s enate .

Unde r

Now, my amendment f urthe r a dds a s e c tion five,
(a ) .
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"Upon petition of" -- and I am going to put
blank percent there, to be consistent with the blank
that Professor Merkx left up above there -- the group
left up above there -- "Upon petition of blank
percent of Faculty on active duty, any vote of the
senate shall be submitted to the Faculty at a meeting
called within four weeks of the senate vote."
Now, there are a number of alternatives, and others
may want to amend this. You can go at this point several
other ways, but the way I am going to propose, at least for
talking purposes for the committee that would begin the
study, is as follows:
"If a majority of those present reject
previous action of the senate, the senate must
reconsider its action at the next meeting. If
the senate reaffirms its or~ginal action, the
issue must be submitted to a mail ballot of the
Faculty."
TRAVELSTEAD
Would you read all of number five again,
slowly? We don't have it in writing up here.
COTTRELL
What it provides for, in essence, is that
upon petition of blank percent of the Faculty on active
duty, any vote of the senate shall be submitted to the
Faculty at a meeting called within four weeks of the senate
vote. If a majority of those present reject previous
action of the senate, the senate must reconsider its ··
action at its next meeting. If the senate reaffirms its
original action, the issue must be submitted to a mail
ballot of the Faculty .
This may be getting just a little bit too much
detail .
I think I would suggest adding one more sentence:
"If a majority of the general Faculty does not cast voes,
t
the senate action shall stand as voted."
TRAVELSTEAD
a second?

This is a proposed amendment.

Is there

(Several seconds.)
TRAVELSTEAD
It's been moved and seconded. We
a;e open for discussion. It's all in one amendment, part
0
three and a new addition of one at the end.
Mr. Meier.
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MEIER
I would like to speak again
not because I am not sympathetic to their con
least most of their content, as far as bein
but I think what Professor Cottrell i
doing,
good part of the job of the committee th t
up under this resolution to draw up th rul
operation , the structure and operation o
I think that the details of th
senate would report to the Faculty -should be dealt with by the committe
rules for the senate .
With all due respect to th
tt n
Cottrell has given to this problem, I
e not encumber the present resolu ion
details .
TRAVELSTEAD

Mr . Green,

nd

r.

h n

GREEN
To the contrary, I think
the sort of direction that the F culty
Faculty too often _urns these thins ov r
nd says i t doesn ' t like what the comm'tt
with no real direction .
I think thi
ort of thing that the -- whoever mad
know how the Faculty feels about i , so I
in favor of this amendment.
TRAVELSTEAD

Mr . Karni.

KARNI
I will speak i
f or o thi
for the very same reason, and I am r f
to item four under (a) .
It sees tom
of the senate, that they are presenting h r
a e gone to great lengths o t 1 u th t th
a body may meet from t i e tot'
other words , they have gone to th
ling us that we will ha e a di cu
he proposal stands as a principle,
adopt a senate? This · e
our
itted to the committee h t ·11
of the senate, or as John Gren JU t
b given directions from th·s body
TRAVELSTEAD

no

r. co tr 11

11, I guess not

b ck

nth

b ck.

h n .
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Mr . Beckel .
I would like to uppo
PROFESSOR BECKEL
ment, also , as it stands . This is direction to
and it simply states that the Faculty can di
of University concern and can act on c rt 'n
business reserved to the Faculty s a who
However, it does not give to the F cul
veto power which they must have. Hence, I think
particular direction should be given .
TRAVELSTEAD

ho

h

Mr . Cottrell.

COTTRELL
Mr . Meier says this ·s
The reason I put it in this form is that
motion by Mr . Merkx was very detailed.
When I first looked at i ,
entirely too detailed, and all we
principle that we would lik to s
safeguards of the Faculty, and th
the spirit with the way it was written o i in
specifics and delin ation of respon ibilit '
these instructions, I restructured my
sistent with it.

n o

con-

I think we can go either way, but if
to pass the proposal as it as put on th
loor
think it should be amended with speci ics. I
a much more general proposal, then e hould
Whole thing clean and put in a general propo
TRAVELSTEAD

Miss Tillotson, and th n

Chri t

TILLOTSON
I think these qu stions h
raised are a consequence of the order in hich
asks us to decide on things. Firs we are
k
to approve the creation of a senat · Th n
th'is struggle to attach cert in 1·
on on th
to
11
hat senate. Then we se u a conun'tt
the senate is going to be lik ·
It seems to me that i
fir
d then attach these in truct·ons,
t ch to part {a), top rt (b), n
0 Present us with the reco
n

b
n

r
u
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we would -- we would have -- we could be less anxious about
what kinds of things go into the "Be it Resolv ed," which
really ought to come after the second "Be it Resolved."
Therefore, I would like to amend the motion that is
present -- no, I would like to move that we table for the
present, part (a) of the motion that is presented to us -TRAVELSTEAD
TILLOTSON

May I interrupt?
-- and deal only with (b).

TRAVELSTEAD
May I interrupt? I think we are talking
now to the amendment proposed by Mr. Cottrell. I think we
ought to confine i t to that and then we can come back to
other possibilities.
TILLOTSON
Then I move we table that amendment and
take it up again when we are dealing with part (b) .
TRAVELSTEAD
We have a motion to table the amendment
proposed by Mr. Cottrell. Is there a second?
(Seconded.)
TRAVELSTEAD
We have a motion and a second to table.
Not debatable, Mr. Parliamentarian?
EUBANK

To table, yes.

TRAVELSTEAD
EUBANK

It is, "yes" or "no."

Yes, it is.

It is debatable.
TRAVELSTEAD
that proposal to table.

Any discussion on

Yes.
COTTRELL
debatable --

Since the parliamentarian said it 's

TRAVELSTEAD

I think that's what he said.

I
EUBANK
No, the motion to table is not debatable.
thought you were asking me if that was the motion she made.

REGENER

Mr. Chairman
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TRAVELSTEAD
parliamentarian.

I will restate the question to the

Is the motion to table debatable?
EUBANK
REGENER

No.
Mr . Chairman

TRAVELSTEAD

Point of order?

REGENER
Yes.
It's a motion to table up until this
other part -- it's a motion to table up to a certain definite
time. In other words, it's a postponement of this thing,
rather than anything that needs to be tabled.
It's postponement up until the other matter is taken care of and as
such, I believe it is debatable as to the merit of the
postponement.
TRAVELSTEAD
tabling.
EUBANK

As to the time, you might discuss that.
You can discuss the length of time.

TRAVELSTEAD
REGENER
GOLDBERG
of the motion.

I merely used her language about the

The merits of the postponement.
The merits of the tabling, to the merits

TRAVELSTEAD
Are you ready for the question to
table ·. this amendment? All in favor, please say "aye";
opposed, "no."
I rule that the noes have it.
Mr. Hufbauer.
HUFBAUER
Time is running out and before I have
to go -- and a few· people are already feeling that they
have to go -- I would like the people who have proposed
this to consent to a separation of the question so that
we could first deal with the first sentence: "The
University of New Mexico Faculty approves the creation
of a University of New Mexico senate consistent with
the following" __ that sentence, and then paragraph one
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underneath.
We could cross those -- we could get a sense,
perhaps, where we are going.
l?ROFESSOR PACE

Aren't we discussing the amendment?

TRAVELSTEAD
Yes, Mr. Hufbauer, I think you will
have to confine it for the time being, to the amendment
proposed by Mr. Cottrell, which has not yet been acted upon .
The motion to table failed, so we are still on Mr. Cottrell's
motion to amend. We can come back to yours in a moment.
PROFESSOR SPOLSKY
amendment. This amendment
it very hard to vote for a
the maker of the amendment
the meantime?
TRAVELSTEAD
SPOLSKY

I have a problem with this
has a blank in it, and I find
blank at this state. Would
like to put something in, in

You are asking the mover of the moti on?

I am asking the mover of the amendment.

TRAVELSTEAD
percentage.

He doesn't want to vote for a blank

COTTRELL
Well, actually we amended our constitution
last month, at the last meeting, that five percent of the
Faculty call a meeting.
I would, in my blank, put in the
five percent. This is the group that you petition for a
meeting of the Faculty, isn't that correct?
SPOLSKY

Putting in --

COTTRELL
It's ten percent for quorum, five percent
for petition, and there was another blank there and we can
put the five percent in.
Now, that would require -- that's the same numb e r that
can call any Faculty meeting.
TRAVELSTEAD
Well, Mr. Cottrell is willi ng to put
a number in his but I don't know whether he is wi lling t o
Sp eak for the blank
'
.
in the other line.
SPOLSKY
r will take care of that when we get to
that. Basically the trouble that I am having he re is
th
'
.
at somebody is proposing to us that we establish a
senate because the Faculty finds it difficult to act, and
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the method in which the proposal is brought to us, makes it
impossible for the Faculty to act .
We are brought an unprepared resolution, with blanks
in it, with statements about certain specified conditions,
and when we try to debate the general issue, we are
stopped in some of the details again.
One of the major reasons why the Faculty has been
powerless and why there's a good argument for the senate,
is the messy nature of proposals brought to us, and with
all due respect, one can refer to a proposal brought to us
in an earlier stage of this meeting two weeks ago when the
Faculty Policy Committee brought to us two unclear proposals
which we found impossible to choose between, and wisely, I
suppose, went back to the present state, because they didn't
seem to have decided between them.
The real problem here is the way in which this is
brought to the Faculty. There may be a reason for the
Faculty giving whatever powers it has left, namely· the
powers, I think, to refuse to discuss important issues,
but give whatever important power is left, back to a
smaller group of the Faculty, and I am sure that this
proposal is not in fact the kind of proposal that some
of us might consider a little bit even more reactionary,
namely that the senate should consist of the full
professors of the university, and such other universities
HAMILTON
Point of order, Mr. Chairman.
we we re discussing the amendment.

I believe

TRAVELSTEAD
He is -- the blank in the amendment .
Mr. Cottrell officially wants to put in a number, do you?
COTTRELL

I said I would put in the five percent.

TRAVELSTEAD
well, we will amend your amendment.
We will change it to include the wording
SPOLSKY

Then I have --

TRAVELSTEAD
Speak only to that.
any blanks in it now, Mr. Spolsky.
SPOLSKY

It doesn't have

I want to make clear at this stage that

by Voting against the amendment, will not be that I disagree
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with the detail.
It's that I object to being asked to
consider details before I have had a chance to consider
the basic issues.
TRAVELSTEAD
Any other comments on the amendment?
Please confine your comments to the amendment.
Mr. Meier.
MEIER
No, I was just going to ask for help, if
there was some way that we could get out of this impasse
and separate the two sections, maybe that would help.
I
don't know how we can do it.
TRAVELSTEAD
Mr. Hufbauer has his hand up.
will recognize him, if he wants to talk.

I

HUFBAUER
I have been waiting now for two hours
in this meeting, and two hours in the previous meeting,
to vote for this.
I have to leave. There are a number
of other people in my college that have left, and I am
very dissatisfied in carrying on the discussion in this.
I would like to move to table the whole motion,
and make it number one on the agenda of the next meeting.
TRAVELSTEAD
EUBANK

You can table the whole motion?

Yes, table all the amendments and every-

thing.
TRAVELSTEAD
We are talking about tabling the
original motion proposed by Mr. Meier, including the
amendments.
(Seconded.)
TRAVELSTEAD
It's been moved and seconded we
table the entire question until the next meeting.
MEIER
Is it the first point of information, is
it stipulated that this would be the first item on the
agenda?
COTTRELL
HUACO

That was in the motion.
That was in the motion.
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TRAVELSTEAD
It's been moved to table until the next
meeting, the first item. That's been seconded . All in
favor of the motion, say "aye"; opposed, "no.
The motion
is carried.
11

Any further business?
The meeting is adjourned.

The next one is on May eighth.

Adjournment, 4:56 p.m.
Re spectfully submitted,

.u ..&

John N. Durrie,
Secretary
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Approved by FPC:
March 7. 1973
Faculty Policy Committee
Proposals for Constitutional Revision
Faculty Han~book, p. 21, Article I, Sec. S.
Sec. S(b) now reads:

Those members of the Voting Faculty present, on

active duty during a semester, but no fewer than twenty-five. shall constitute a qu orum for business.
Sec. S(b) Proposed:

Those members of the Votin~ Faculty present, but no

fewer than ten percent of the voting faculty on active duty at the beginning of the academic year, shall constitute a quorum for business at
·a regular faculty meeting.
Sec. S(c) now reads:

Special meetings shall be called by the presiding

officer at his discretion, or whenever a request in writing is made by
fifteen members of the Voting Faculty or by a majori ty vote of any
College Faculty.
Sec. S(c) Proposed:

Special meetings shall be called by the presiding

officer at his discretion, or whenever a request in writing is made by
no fewer than five percent of the voting faculty on active duty at the
beginning of the academic year, or by a majority vote of any College
Faculty.

Those members of the Voting Faculty present, but no fewer

than fifteen percent of the Voting Facu lty on active duty at the beginning of the academic year , shall constitute a quorum for business at a
special faculty meeting.

Faculty Handbook, p. 21, Article I, Sec. 6.
Sec. 6(a) now reads:
Sec. 6 ( a) Committees: There shall be a Policy Committet: empowered
(1) to define duties, nominate members, and designate chairmen for the
standing committees of the University Faculty, subject to consultation with
the President of the University and confirmation by the Votinl!' Faculty; (2)
to schedule reports from any of these committees at designated meetings of
the University Faculty; (3) to consider matters of educational policy in
general whenever such matters are not appropriate to any special committee; ( 4) to consult with the Administration in the development of the bud~et,
with special attent ion to the policy questions ot' the distribution of resource ;
(5) to make reports and recommendations direct to the University Faculty
for action by that body; and ( 6) to express to the Rettents and others Facultv
points of view when authorized to do so by the Voting Faculty. By petitio~
of members of the Faculty, singly or in groups, the Policy Committee shall
serve to represent such members before the Regents in any matter believed
worthy by that Committee.

Sec. 6(a) Proposed:
. Cl)

There shall be a Faculty Policy Conunittee empowered

to exercise ultimate responsib ility for the agenda of University

Faculty meetings; (2) to define duties, nominate members , and designate
chairpersons for the standing committees of the University Faculty, subject to consultation with the President of the University and confirmation
by the Voting Faculty; (3) to create special commi ttees to assist it and
be responsible to it; (4) to schedule reports from any conunittees at
designated mee tings of the University Faculty; (5) to consider matters of
educational policy in general whenever such matters are not appropriate to
any other committee; (6) to consult with the Administration in the development of the budget, with special attention to the policy questions of t he
distributions of resources; (7) to formulate and recommend revisions and
by-laws of the faculty constitution; (8) to make ot her reports and recommendations direct..!I_ to the University Faculty for action by that body; and
(9) to express to the Regents and others Faculty points of view when
authorized to do so by the Voting Faculty .

By petition of members of the
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Faculty, singly or in groups, the Policy Committee shall serve to represent such members before the Re2ents
in any matter be 1·1eved worthy by
that Committee.
Sec. 6(b) now reads:
(b) The Policy Committee shall be elected as follows: one member
elected by _each of the College Faculties; one member elected by the Graduate Committee; and three members-at-large elected by the Voting Faculty
of V.:hich not more than two shall be from any one College. Deans nnd
officio members shall not be eligible to serve on this Committee. For each
new Colleg~ created a member shall be added to the Policy Committee :ts
representative of that College. Members shall be elected to the Policy Committee for a term of two years. A member cannot serve more than four
years in succession. A member who has served on the Committee is el igible
for reelection after a period of two years. To originate the committe'! ach
of the eight colleges or Schools sha ll draw lots to determine the fou; that
shall elect members for one year; and the Voting Faculty shall elect three
memb:rs preferentially, of which the first two sh:tll hold office for two years,
the third for one year. After the first election all members shall be elected
for two years and elections shall be held whenever a vacancy exists by
reason of the completion of a term or for other reasons. Normally these
elections will take place as late in t he academic year as possible.

e;

Sec. 6(b) Proposed:

Thirty-one members shall be elected to the Faculty

Policy Commi ttee as follows:

four members and four alternates by the

College of Arts and Sciences; three and three alternates by the School
of Medicine; two and two alternates by the College of Education;
one and one alternate by each of the other college or School faculties;
one and one alternate by the Graduate Committee; one and one alternate by
the library faculty; fourteen members-at-large by mail ballot as stipulated in Sec. 6 ( c) of this Article.

Deans and ex officio members shall

not be eligible to serve on this Committee.

For each new College or

School created a new member and alternate shall be added to the Faculty
Policy Cammi ttee as repres ent ative of that College or School.

Members

shall be elected to the Facu 1 ty Policy Cammi ttee for a term of two
years.

The chairperson, vice cl1ai r pcrson , and secretary of the Faculty

Policy Committee shall be elected by the Committee for one-year terms.

Sec. 6(c) Proposed new section: The fourteen at-large members of the
Faculty Policy Committee shall be elected as follows:

(1)

A nominating

ballot shall be sent to each eligible faculty voter, allowing any number
of nominations but not exceeding the number of vacant at-large positions.
(2)

A list of all persons nominated, with the number of votes received

by each, shall be published.

(3)

An election ball ot shall be sent to

each eligible faculty voter containing in random order a list of
the persons receiving the highest number of nominating votes up to twice
the number of vacant at-large positions and allowing a vote for up to one
half of the names on the list.
(4)

The votes shall be tabulated and published.

The persons who received the highest number of votes on the election

ballot shall be declared elected, subject to the provision that overrepresentation of any one college or school shall be avoided by limiting
the number of Corrunittee members (elected by faculties and elected at-large)
affiliated with the College of Arts and Sciences to ten, with t he Medical
School to seven, with the College of Education to five, and with each of the
other Colleges or Schools to three.

If, as a result of these limitations,

the list of names should become exhausted before the full membership of
the Committee is elected, the remaining positions shall be filled by the
next ranking faculty members not yet seated, regardless of affiliation
with a college or school.

(5)

Vacancies occurring during the academic

year among the at-large members of the Faculty Policy Committee shall be
filled by the next ranking faculty members from the last election, regard less of college or school affiliation.

Such replacement appointments,

however, shal 1 exp.ire at the end of the academic year.

(6)

Elections

shall be held in the second semester of each academic year to fill any
vacancies that have occurred among the at-large membership during the
academic year and to fill vacancies created by the expiration of tenns
of at-large members.
(7)

Such elections shall always be for two-year tenns.

A period of ten days shall elapse between the sending out of each

set of ballots and counting them.

The Faculty Policy Committee shall

be in charge of scheduling and administering these elections.
Faculty Handbook,

p. 21, Article I, Sec. 4

Sec. 4(b), p. 21 of the Handbook, refers to the preparation of the agenda

of University Faculty meetings and should be changed to read as follows:
The agPnda for University Faculty meetings shall be prepared by the
University Secretary under the direction of the Faculty Policy Committee.
A stenographer not a member of the Faculty shall keep verbatim minutes of
such meetings.

Every member of the University Faculty shall receive a

summary of the m'inutes, and the complete minutes shall be open to inspection by any member.

Faculty Handbook,

p. 21, Article I, Sec. 6 (continued)

Sec. 6(d) New section for the purpose of incorporating the Academic Freedom and Tenure Committee (left unchanged) into the Faculty Constitution:
Thete shall be an Academic Preedom and Tenure Committee
to discharg-e the functions assigned to it under the provisions of
the Policy on Academic Freedom and Tenure; from time to time to review
the Policy and r~commend appropriate chanJ.('CS in it; to recommend approval or disapproval of applications for sabbatical l~ave; and to . make
recommendations for appropriate changes in the sabbatical leave policy of
the University.

Sec. 6(e) New section dealing with the composition and method of election
(left unchanged) of the /\FTC membership:

The membership of the Academic

Freedom and Tenure Committee shall be composed and elected as follows:

Nine regular members and five alternates, all of whom shall

be ~~mbcrs of the Voting Faculty, 1.vith tenure (or whose tenure
dec1s1on date has passed without adverse notification ). ~ot
more than one member of any department shall serve as a regular member or an alternate on the Committee at the same
time. Nom inations shall be made from the floor at the reg-u lar
faculty meeting preced ing- the e lection meeting-. Additional
names may be placed in nomination by written petit ion sig-ned
by five members of the Voting Faculty presented to the li'aculty
Secretary at least ten <lays before the scheduled election meeting. Election of regular committee members and alternates shall
be at a reg-ular faculty meeting during the second semester of
earh arademic year. Election of reg-u lar members and a lternates
shall be by a single preferential ballot. The term of service
shall be two years for regular Committee members and one
year for alternates. No regular Committee member shall serve
more than two consecutive two-year terms. Chairman elected
by Committee. For a complete statement of the composition,
!unctions, and duties of the Committee on Academic Freedom
and Tenure see Section 20 of the Policy on Academic Freedom and Tenure .

Sec. 6(f), now Sec. 6(d), proposed change:

....... These committees shal l

elect their own chairpersons.
Sec. 6(g), now Sec. 6(e), deletion is proposed of the phrase:

No single

member shall serve on more than two standing comrni ttees at a time .
Sec. 6(h) should be the new designation of the present Sec. 6 (f) .

The NOTE in the Handbook,

p. 22 pertaining to the creation of special

committees is now incorporated in the new FPC description and should be
deleted.

~culty Handbook, p. 23, Article III, Sec. 5
Deletion of Sec. sand abolition of the Administrative Committee is
proposed.
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March 29, 1971

To:

John Durrie, University Secretary

From:

Gilbert W. Merkx, Associate Professor of Sociology
Charles Woodhouse, Associate Professor of Sociology

Re:

Amendments to the constitutional revisions suggested by
the Tillotson-Regner-Goldberg subcommittee.
Handbook, p. 21, Article I, Sec. 6.

1)

In regard to Section 6 (a) Proposed:
Delete item 1) entirely and renumber
the subsequent items of Section 6(n) to correspond with this deletion .
Thus item 2 becomes item 1, item 3 becomes item 2, etc. As presently
proposed, item 1) reads: "to exercise ultimate responsibility for the
agenda of University Faculty meetings." This issue will instead be taken
up in another amendment to be submitted later in this document in regard
to the proposed change for Sec. 4 of this article.

!ndment

2)

In regard to 6 (a) Proposed: Delete item (7) entirely and renumber the subsequent items in accordance. The proposed item (7) reads: "to formulate
and reconunend revisions and by-laws of the faculty constitution."

!ndment

3)

~11 h
( )
,~
c anges proposed by the subcommittee for Section 6 b of Article I
shall be deleted. The following change shall be substituted for the
deleted changes:

rndment

The language of Section 6(h), Article I shall have inserted
on the third line, after the words "Graduate Committee;" the
phrase "one member elected by the library faculty;"
ndment

4)

The proposed new section of Article I, Sec. 6(c), be entirely deleted.

drnent

5)

With regard to the changes proposed for Sec. 4(b) of Article I , the
first sentence which the subcommittee proposed shall be deleted. This
proposed sentence is as follows: "The agenda for University Faculty
meetings shall be prepared by the University secretary under the direction
of the Faculty Policy Committee." To be substituted for this deleted
sentence is the following: "The agenda for University Faculty meetings
shall be prepared by the University Secretary in consultation with the
Chairperson of the Faculty Policy Commit tee and the Presiding Officer of
the Faculty. The University Secretary shall also serve as the Secretary
~f the Faculty ."
The adoption of this amendment also will require the
deletion of the phrase "and a Secretary for three years" in Section 3(a),
Article I, and the substitution thPrefore of the above sentence.

dtJent

6)

On p. 7 of the proposal, delete proposal to delete the following phrase
in Sec. 6(g), now Sec. 6{e), "No single member shall serve on more th~n.
two standing committees at a time." (In other words, leave this provision
in the Faculty Constitution.)

-8THE UNIVERSITY CF NEW MEXICO
DATE:

o:

March 27, 1973

Faculty Pol icy Comrni t tee

'R OM:

Noel Pugach, Assistant Professor, Department of History

3UBJECT:

Changes in t he size and composition of t he Policy Committee

The proposal to enlarge the size of the Faculty Policy Committee is
basically sound, but a committee of 31 members is too large, unwiel dy, and,
perhaps without adequatw thought and discussion, might become somethinr
of a Faculty Senat e. I also believe that the suggested representation f or
the School of Medecine is too great, taking into account the student body
as well as the size of the faculty.
I would therefore suggest the following revision or amendment:

Twenty-one (21) members shall be elected to the Faculty Policy Committee
as follows r four members and four alternates by the College of Arts and
Sciences; two and two alternates by the School of Medecine; two and two
alternates by the College of Education; one and one alternate by each of the
other college or School faculties, by the Graduate Conunittee and the libra:ry
~acul ty. The remaining members shall be elected at large as proposed
in Sec 6 ( c), provided that no more than two members shall be chosen from
the College of Arts and Sciences nor more than one from any other coll ege
of facul t)'.
I would also like to suggest that no member of the faculty be eligible
to serve on the poliCJ( committee for two concurrent terms, nor serve more
than four years in any ten year period.

THE UNIVERSITY OF NEW MEX I CO

DATE :

To :

John Durrie

FROM :

Virginia Crenshaw

SUBJECT:

March 28 , 197 3

Faculty Policy Committee Subcommittee for Constitut i o n al
R~vision--Proposed Amendment
Sec. 4(b).
The Faculty Secretary and the Un iversity
Secretary shall be one and the same person.

- 10THE UN IVERS I TY OF NEW MEXICO

DATE:

To:

Sec retary Durrie

rROM:

Barry Ames

SUBJ ECT:

My Statement on the Agenda

March 29, 197 3

()Q

My m<;>tion introduced at the March 13 meeting:
"That Vice
President Travelstead should immediately withdraw his letter
of censure to Professor Johns. Mann."
It is my intention to offer a substitute motion .
This substitute would include the original motion and the
following addition:
"Any disciplinary procedures or sanctions instituted
shall be in accord with the Regents' 'statement of
Policy' of August 8, 1970, including its provisions
for academic due process, and shall be cognizant of
the right of the faculty to judge the behavior of
its members in faculty meetings."
Rationale:
Vice President Travelstead's letter to Professor Mann
(appended)* is not merely the opinion of one individual about
the conduct of another.
It is a letter of censure, as the
n~xt to last paragraph explicitly states . Censure is one of
six sanctions which may be applied to students or faculty members, according to the Regents' statement of Policy of
August 8, 1970 (p. 8). As an official disciplinary act, it
mu st be judged against the provisions of the Regents' Statement .
It is certainly arguable, on the basis of the Regents'
Statement, whether misconduct in a faculty meeting is an act
~ubject to University disciplinary action.
If so, then the
individual "shall be subject to appropriate disciplinary procedures and sanctions." (p. 7). The sanctions available are
clear and include censure.
"Disciplinary procedures" must
mean the process by which it is determined if sanctions are
to be imposed. During a "State of Emergency,'.' the Reg 7nts
authorize the President to "take whatever actions he finds
~ecessary ... " (p. 10). However, misconduct at faculty mee tings does not create an emergency, and President Heady did

*:--------Vice President

Travelstead's letter and Pr<:>fe~sor Mann's
reply are appended with their express permission .
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not issue a Dec laration of Emergency. The only o the r r e f erence to p r o cedure in the Regents' Statement i s conta ined
i n the sec tion e ntitled" Academic Due Proces s at the Uni versity o f Ne w Mexico:"
ACADEMIC DUE PROCESS
AT THE UNIVERSITY OF NEW MEXICO
The Board considers that academic due proccs,;-de
facto as wrll as de jure-is essential if the Universil)
community is lo conlinul' lo deal with its disciplinary
probh·m internally. J\rnong th<' important ckm<'nls of
aca1ll'mic due procl'ss an· su<"h things as adequall' 110licl' of <·harg1·s filed, a hl'aring before an impartial
hearing body, a hl'aring cornmt'11c1·d and complcl('d
within a relatively short tim1·, a hearing in which procedural rights of th,· person charged are protected, a
hearing in which the right of the Univer ity lo present
its case expeditiously is recognized and realized, the
imposition of sanction reasonably related lo the violation if a violation is found, and sanctions imµo ed
with full recognition that the University i an educational institution and that its role is educational.
Due process is a concept aim('d al prot~cting ~oth
t he rights of the person charged and the ri~hts of _thr
University community to have the ease d1'c1dl'd fairly
and within a reasonable period of tinw. When <"hargt's
arc not fik<l , h('arings not held , or dl'l'isions not n_iadt'
within a n•a:,;onabl,· timt' pt'riod, all llll'IIIIH'rs ol Litt·
ll11iv1·rsit} ,·ommunil) :-;uffl'r from a dl'nial of d11t·
prot·t·ss. Whl'n a !waring hody is ,;ubj1·1·Lt'd lt'. 1111d1w
pn·ssun·;; frorn whall'Vl'r i-<Htr<'t', tlH' ~!'ad1·.111H' 1·0111munity as a whok ;;ul'frr;; from a <!l'nial of d111• prot·i·ss. Whl'n tlw sanelion impo:-1·d 1s not reason'.1l,I~
related to the violations involvt'd, either the llr11v!'rsity community or thl' p,·rson eharged is denied dul'
procr,-,,.
It is the firm dctl.'rrnination of the Regenb that
acadcmie due process will be accorded :/_II nH'mhcr;; of
the University communil).

In the case of Professor Mann,~ ~f the elemen ts of the
Process wa s implemented by vice President Travelstead before
the issuance o f hi s lett~r of censure .

THE UNIVERSITY OF" NEW MEXICO

DATE:

December 18, 1972

To:

Associate Professor John Mann

ri.oM :

Chester C. Travelstea(L',.--

5U8JECT:

Your behavior at the November 30, 1972 special meeting of
the General Faculty
I was not able to attend the November 30th special
meeting of the General Faculty, due to an engagement I
had outside Albuquerque. Therefore, what I wish to say in
this memorandum is based solely upon information I have
obtained from reading the verbatim minutes of that meeting
and from direct comments made to me by several members of
the UNM faculty and administration who did attend that meeting.
As Vice President for Academic Affairs at this institution, I feel it is both obligatory and appropriate f~r
me to express to you my deep regret that you found it
necessary to conduct yourself -- both in attitude and in
speech -- as you allegedly did at that meeting.
The discourtesy and rudeness you reportedly displayed,
as well as the specific words and phrases you used publicly
(according to the verbatim transcript reproduced in part
immediately below) are not and should not be acceptable to
the General Faculty and the Administration of this University.
(In this case, I speak as a tenured member of the faculty
and as the chief administrative officer for academic affairs
at UNM.)
I

Excerpt from special faculty meeting of November 30, 1972
Mann:
Jonas:
Mann:
Jonas:
Mann:

Heady:
Mann:

Mr. President, I will take a point
of personal privilege.
Which there is, Mr. Chairman, you
didn't . . .
I am speaking.
You didn't speak.
I don't give a shit. Now look, some
of us came here because we are concerned
about something. Now Mr. Merkx paraded
all of his God Dammed radical credentials
and puts down anyone else without knowing
what they have done or why they have done
it, or without . . .
What is your point of personal privilege?
Shut up.
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Associate Professor John Mann
December 18, 1972
Page Two
Heady:
Mann:

And. . •
(expressions of indignation aga ins t Mann)
My point of personal privilege is that
the gentlemen in this room are trying once
again to inhibit freedom of speech, to
prevent people from speating their
mind on an issue.
Every time the issue
comes, all they want to do is stop people
from speaking.
If you don't want to come
here and don't want to be in on this debate,
go to the hell on and let those of us that
want to be in this debate be her e .

Deliberations of this faculty have been and I hope
always will be open to all points of view; but rational
conclusions can be reached by this body only if all debate£
even those on the most controversial issues -- are characterized
b y adherence to regular rules of parliament ary procedure,
by proper consideration of the rights and feelings of others,
a nd by common courtesy .
Since you apparently felt compelled on November 30 not
to c onduct yourself according to these basic guidelines,
I a m hereby censuring you for your behavior on that day
and advising you that continued behavior of this kind on
your part will not be condoned or tolerated by this insti ~
tution, as long as I am its chief academic officer .
A copy of this memorandum is being placed in the
f aculty files kept in my office .

CCT/vr
cc:

President Heady.,,/"
Dean Lawrence
Professor Mari-Luci Jaramillo
Mr. John Durrie
Professor David Hamilton
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DEPARTMENT OF ELEMENTARY EDUCATION

t: ....~~

TELEPHONE 505, 2n-41 l-4

January 2, 1973

Dr. Chester C. Travelstead
Academic Vice President
University of New Mexico
Albuquerque, New Mexico 87106
Dear Dr. Travelstead:
Your letter of December 18 is shocking to me. You talk about adherence to
r~les, consideration of the rights and . feelings of others, and common courtesy.
Yet your decision to censure me was made with no semblance of due process r
plain fair play. You failed to inquire ~nto mitigating circumstances, inc ~uding
~eliberate provocation. You failed to examine the context of my admitted! ;
lmpoli te remarks to determine whether the substance of them--that I was in
fact being deliberately deprived of my rights by both Heady and Herkx-was essentially correct or not. You failed to consult with me, to allow me
to confront my accusers, and to consult people who saw the events in a
different light,
Because this University has a history ·of commitment to due process, I cannot
and do not regard your letter as an official University act, If you personally
ar: so ~ffended by certain of my admittedly ill-chosen words that you cast
aside your own history of concern for procedure and evidence and context, . then
1 will take your letter as a somewhat hasty expression of personal dislike
for my actions. And under these circumstances, since you are a man I have
h~d some respect for, r should like the opportunity to discuss that entire
situation with you.

If the so-called letter of censure is to remain in my file, I insist that
this letter be placed with it, so that whenever the one is considered the
other will also be considered.

s·incerely .., yours ,
~ - , /i

I~

/11) ti

,\r.! L /i.,J~:' ~

John S. Mann
Associate Professor
cc:

Heady
Lawrence
Jaramillo
Durrie
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March 12 , 1 973
To:

John Durr ie
Secretary of the University

In May, 1971, the Committee on University Governance published its
Rep~rt to the.Rege~ts, which contained the following language on pp. 6- 7:
"While the Univers 1 ty Faculty has indicated that it is not in favor of
the proposal for a University Senate at the present time, we recommend
that the facul ty be asked to reconsider the Senate idea no later th~n
two years from the date of this report.
11

We,the undersign€d faculty members, believe that the time has now
come to reconsider the idea of a University Senate as recommended by t h e
Committee on University Governance. Therefore we ask that the following
resolut i ons be placed on the agenda of the next faculty meeting. The
language of the resolutions is identical with those recommended by the
Committee on University Governance on November 3, 1970 .
A.

Be It Resol v ed That

. Th 7 University of New Mexico faculty approves the creation of a
University of New Mexico Faculty Senate consistent with the following:
1.

The University of New Mexico Faculty Senate shall be empowered
to act on all faculty business other than certain specified
business to be reserved to the faculty as a whole.

2.

The University of New Mexico Faculty Senate shall be truly representative of all areas of the University and of all teaching
ranks within the University .

3.

The fac ulty , as a body of the whole, shall meet at least t ice
each year to act on that certai n specified business reserv~d to
the faculty and to discuss any matter of university concern .

4.

The faculty, as a body of the whole, may meet from ti~e to time
to discuss any matter of university concern. The chairman of
the faculty shall call a meeting of the faculty when any~.~(specified number ) member·s of the faculty make a request in
writing that he or she call a meeting.

B. &e It Further Resolved That
The faculty elect an ad hoc committee ~l) to propose the structure

ana Procedures of the university of New Mexico Faculty Senate, ( 2 ) to
hropose the amendments to the current Faculty Constitution which would
se necessary for the implementation of the ad.hQ.£ committee's proposed
ui~Ucture and procedures, and (3) to present its proposals to the facy for faculty adoption.
Signea ,
s/
s/
s/
s/
s/
s/
s/

Ed Lieuwen
S.

Ii ldney Rosenblum

Fenry Ellis
J~~nk A. Logan
E ~ M. Rhodes
G~1tn H. Caplan
1
ert W. Merkx

s/
s/
s/
s/
s/
s/
s/

Richard F . Tomasson
Harold c. Meier
William H. Roberts
David Hamilton
Al Parker
Micha Gisser
Marshall R. Nason

s/
s/
s/
s/
s/
s/
s/
s/

Tamara Holzapfel
Peter Gregory
Troy S. Floyd
Donald McRa e
Clinton Adams
Robert Ellis
Alfred Ro riguez
Sanford Cohen
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